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CI1TY OF SANTA BARBARA
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT, PLANNING DIVISION —

INITIAL STUDY/ ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST MST2003-00827
PROJECT: Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project

This Initial Study has been completed for the project described below because the project is subject to review
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and was determined not to be exempt from the
requirement for the preparation of an environmental document. The information, analysis and conclusions
contained in this Initial Study are the basis for deciding whether a Negative Declaration (ND) is to be prepared
or if preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is required to further analyze impacts. Additionally,
if preparation of an EIR is required, the Initial Study is used to focus the EIR on the effects determined to be
potentially significant. :

PPLICA PR Y R
Owner/Applicant: Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation

Ron Biscaro, Vice President, Housing and Real Estate Development

‘Applicant Representatives: Ken Marshall, Dudek & Associates (agent)
Brian Cearnal, Cearnal & Associates (architect)
Katie Oreilly (landscape architect)

R ADD 0] 1ON (See Exhibit A-Vicinity Map)

The project site is located at 601 E. Micheltorena and is approximately 7.39 acres in size, bounded by Grand
Avenue on the-north, Micheltorena Street on the south, California Street on the east and Arrellaga Street on the
west.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION (See Exhibit B-Project Plans)

The proposed Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project would remove the
existing St. Francis Hospital complex, including the main hospital, convent, central plant, and other ancillary
structures, totaling approximately 189,000 square feet, and replace them with 115 residential condominiums
that would cover 5.94 acres of the 7.39 acre site. The proposed mix of residential unit types is as follows: 10
one-bedroom units (approximately 704 square feet each), 65 two-bedroom units (approximately 1,154 — 1,240
square feet each), and 40 three bedroom units (approximately 1,306 ~ 1,480 square feet each). Eighty-one (81)
of the units (70%) would be sold to Cottage Hospital employees at prices within the City’s structure for
affordable units and 34 units (30%) would be sold at market rates. Within the remaining 1.45 acres, the existing
elderly care facility, Villa Riviera, would remain, but the parcel containing it would be adjusted to a size of
approximately 31,500 square feet. The remaining lands zoned R-2, Two Family Residential, would be re-
configured into three (3) lots of approximately 10,500 square feet each and the three existing residences on
these R-2 parcels would be demolished in the process. Although these R-2 lots have the potential for two
residences on each lot, for a total of six residences, no development is proposed at this time.

Parking for the proposed Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project would be
provided in accordance with Zoning Ordinance parking requirements. A total of 11 spaces would continue to
be provided for the Villa Riviera facility and 255 parking spaces would be provided for the 115 proposed
condominium units. Vehicular access to the three reconfigured R-2 parcels would be provided directly from
Grand Avenue. Primary vehicular access to the Villa Riviera and to guest parking for this facility would
continue to be provided from an existing private driveway connecting to the terminus of Arrellaga Street;
existing secondary access to the facility from Grand Avenue would also be maintained. Internal vehicular
circulation for the new residential development would be provided by a system of private drives and public
roads connecting to Micheltorena, California and Arrellaga Streets. Direct vehicular access to some of the
parking structures on the site would also be provided from Micheltorena and California Streets.
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Existing grading and infrastructure, such as the existing parking structures and retaining walls, would be used to
the maximum extent feasible. Preliminary estimates of earthwork for the development indicate approximately
20,300 cubic yards of cut and 16,100 cubic yards of fill. Factoring in re-compaction of soils, volume attributed
to underground utilities, and refinements to the grading plan, the civil engineer anticipates that earthwork
operations would be balanced on-site.

The applications required to carry out this. project are a Tentative Subdivision Map, Final Map and Lot Merger,
Rezone to adjust the C-O/R-2 zone line to follow the proposed property lines, Lot Area Modification,
Separation between Buildings Modifications and Building Setback Modifications.

ETT

The project site is fully developed with the St. Francis Medical Center. Development on the project site
includes approximately 189,000 square feet of structures comprised of: a main 110-bed hospital structure of
149,468 square feet; a 21-bed, 14,240 square foot Congregate Care Facility; a nine-bed, two story, Sister’s
convent; 315 parking spaces; and various appurtenant structures. In the northeast corner of the project site (at
Grand Avenue and California Street), there are a single-family residence and a duplex.

The neighborhood surrounding the Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project site
is predominantly residential in nature with one and two-story residential structures being the primary mode of
development. To the south and west of the site there are medical offices in addition to residences. 'The existing
three-story hospital structure is visibly prominent in the neighborhood because of scale and mass. The hospital
structure can be seen from the intersection of Garden and Micheltorena Street, is visible from certain areas in
downtown Santa Barbara (i.e. tower of the County Courthouse), and is the dominant feature in:viewsfrom
Micheltorena .and California Streets adjacent to the project site. Residences on Grand Avenue are elevated
above the hospital site, and while the hospital is prominent in the foreground from this vantage point, these
residences are provided unobstructed views of the ocean in the background.

The project site measures approximately 7.4 acres in area and has a south-facing slope which averages 14%.
Much of the property has been modified into terrace areas for the development of existing structures and
parking areas. There is currently a vacant portion of the site fronting on Grand Avenue, between the Villa

Riviera and a single family residence. There is also a densely landscaped portion of the site known as the .-

“walking garden.” There is dense tree cover present along the Arrellaga Street frontage of the property, as we11
as numerous mature tree specimens in the interior of the site.

The St. Francis Hospital neighborhood is one of the older neighborhoods in Santa Barbara; an original
sanatorium existed on the hospital site itself from as early as 1908. The neighborhood encompassing the
hospital site is characterized by a mix of medical office buildings as well as single and multiple family
dwellings. The zoning is predominantly C-O, Medical Office on the site and immediately south of the site; the
" balance of the site and adjacent properties carry residential zoning (R-2, Two Family Residential and R-3,
Multiple-family dwelling). The- General Plan-designates this area as Major Public and Institutional-Medical
Center. The area is accessed by a number of means: via north-bound/south-bound Highway 101 off ramps at
Mission Street and Garden Street for regional access; via Mlcheltorena Street, California Street, Arrellaga
Street, and Grand Avenue within the local vicinity.

PROPERTY CHARACTERISTICS

Assessor's Parcel 027-270-016, 027-270-017, General Plan Major Public and
Number: 027-270-018, 027-270-019 Designation: Institutional, Medical
and 027-270-030 Center and Residential:
12 Dwelling Units Per
Acre

Initial Study - Page 2



Zoning: C-O/R-2, Medical Office Size of project site:  7.4.acres
(approx. 5.94 acres) and Two -
Family Residence Zones
(approx. 1.45 acres)

Existing Land Use: 110 Bed Hospital; 21 Bed Proposed Land 115 residential condos
Congregate Care; 9 Bed Use: on-the hospital site,
Convent; three residences maintaining 21 Bed
315 Parking Spaces Congregate Care

facility, and three
vacant R-2 zoned lots

. (with potential build out
of 2 residences on each
lot), 266 Parking

Spaces
Slope: | Approximately 14% average slope
Surrounding Land Uses:
North: One and Two-Story Residences
South: Medical Offices and One-Story Residences
East: Two-and Three-Story Medical Offices, Two-Story Residences
West: | One and Two-Story Residential Units
PLANS AND POLI 1]

The proposed project would be consistent with the existing General Plan Land Use Element designation of the

site for Major Public and Institutional/Medical Facilities, and the existing Zoning Ordinance designation of C-

O, Medical Office. Various sections of this Initial Study make reference to applicable General Plan policies and

ordinance provisions. The EIR will provide a further analysis of potential project consistency or inconsistency

with the City General Plan elements, including the Land Use Element, Circulation Element, Conservation

Element, Scenic Highways Element, Noise Element, Seismic Safety-Safety Element and other applicable plans

and policies. Additional discussion of policy consistency issues will subsequently be provided in the staff
reports to the Planning Commission and City Council. Final determinations of project consistency with

applicable policies will be made by the decision-makers as part of their action to approve or deny the project -
proposal.- The following information below consists of some background information of the proposed rezone,

past zoning and General Plan history of the project site, and zoning/neighborhood compatibility issues.

General Plan Land Use Element and Zoning Ordinance

Rezone

The proposed St. Francis Residential Project is located in the Lower Rivera neighborhood on 7.39 acres of land
bounded by Grand Avenue on the north, Micheltorena Street on the south, California Street on the east and
Arrellaga Street on the west. Approximately 5.94 acres of the site have a zoning designation of C-O, Medical
Office, while approximately 1.45 acres of the site have a zoning designation of R-2, Two Family Residence. On
April 13, 2004, City Council initiated a rezone of a portion of the project site to adjust the C-O/R-2 zone line to
follow the proposed property lines. Four new proposed lots along Grand Ave would have an R-2 Two Family
Residential zoning designation and the fifth newly configured lot — the main hospital site where the 115 residential
units are proposed, would continue to have a C-O Medical Office, zoning designation. The rezoning of the project
site to adjust the C-O/R-2 zone line to follow the proposed property lines is not required to carryout the proposed
project, but rather is encouraged by the City Zoning Ordinance for zoning to follow proposed lines. If Planning
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Commission were to approve the proposed project, their approval would be contingent upon City Council
approving the rezone. R

Zoning & General Plan History of the Project Site _

St. Francis Hospital and residences existed in the neighborhood before the area was zoned"C-0. A review of
the historical zoning for the area shows that it has allowed hospitals in residential zones dating back to 1925.

The zoning in the area depicted on the 1930’s map shows the site and surrounding area to the west along

Arrellaga Street as R-3 Multiple Family Residence Zone, and a half block portion along the north side of
Micheltorena Street was R-2. According to an official City map from 1967, the area was rezoned from R-3 and

R-2 to C-O. The area zoning was changed again in 1982 and a portion of the area dedicated to C-O along

Arrellaga Street was changed to R-3 and the rest remained C-O. In summary, the main hospital site where the

115-unit project is proposed has been zoned to allow for R-3 multi-family residential development since at least

1930.

The General Plan Land Use Element as drafted in 1975 includes the following dlscussmn of the Lower
Riviera Neighborhood, which the St. Francis site is located in:

The Lower Riviera is primarily given over to residential uses, with single-family home
development predominating, but with significant pockets of more intensive duplex and multiple-
unit development. Generally, the area contains many attractive homes with views overlooking
the City. The General Plan designates this neighborhood primarily for a density of three
dwelling units to the acre with small portions to the west and south at higher densities of twelve
dwélling units to the acre. Any growth that may occur will take place in the areas now
designated for higher-density development... '

It is the western portion of this neighborhood along Olive Street and including the hospital site that Staff believes
the General Plan is referring to for potential higher density development. The General Plan Designation for the site
is Major Public & Institutional and Hospital and the residential density surrounding the site is twelve dwelling units
per acre. Surrounding the project site are commercial medical offices, single family residences and multi-
family/condominium developments that has been built along Arrellaga St. over the past 30 years. «

The intent of the C-O Zone is described in the Zoning Ordinance as:

This is a zone which, because of its proximity to a major medical facility and its conformity with
the General Plan, is deemed suitable for use for medical, dental and related professional offices
as well as residences, under the following regulations. ... (those contained in the C-O zone as
specified in SBMC §28.51). This zone also strives to provide a desirable living environment by
preserving and protecting surrounding residential land uses in terms .of light, air and existing
visual amenities,

The zoning of the subject property has allowed multiple family density development since the 1930’s, when
zoned R-3 and it continues to be specifically allowed as part of the pyramidal zoning with C-O.

Zoning and Neighborhood Compatibility

As housing is currently allowed at the project site, the larger question is what type 0f housing development is more
appropriate for the neighborhood in terms of density, building configuration and building height. The built
environment of the area is varied and includes small structures dating back to the early 1900°s, the existing hospital,
three story office buildings, apartments from the 1950’s, condominiums from the 1980°s to the present. The
primary concern is neighborhood compatibility with the smaller scale bungalow character of the area.

»  Density

In the C-O zone, for lots of 14,000 square feet or more, there shall be provided a lot area of 3,500 square feet or
more for each dwelling unit. The C-O portion of the site is comprised of approximately 258,796 square feet
(5.94 acres) and would allow for the poteritial development of 73 market rate residential units (approximately
12 units per acre). This would be 42 units above the base density allowed by the site’s zoning (which is
approximately 58% over the allowed density in the C-O zone). This increase in density could be enabled
through the City’s bonus density program, provided the density bonus units are sold at prices affordable to
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middle income and upper-middle income households (households that earn between 120% and 200% of area
median incomeé). The units must remain affordable to subsequent owners throughout the term of the
affordability controls. '

In the R-2 zone, newly created lots must be a minimum of 7,000 square feet. Because the proposed four lots
have a slope between 10-20%, each lot is required to have a lot size 1.5 times the minimum lot area or
10,500 square feet. Three of the four proposed R-2 lots will be 10,500 square feet and would have the
development potential for two units on each lot, or six (6) units total. No development is proposed on these
lots as part of.the proposed project. The fourth R-2lot, which contains the elderly care facility, has the
development potential for approximately five (5) residential units. The elderly care facility would continue
its operation. - ‘ '

» Configuration

For building configuration, the C-O zone allows for multi-family development (i.e. where all units may be
attached). The applicant is proposing one single unit, 37 duplexes, 5 triplexes, 2 four-plexes, 1 five-plex
and 2 six-plexes; this represents 64% of the units in duplex configuration and the remaining 36% in
buildings with three to six units. The bulk of the multi-family unit configurations are proposed within the
interior of the site and along the Salsipuedes Street extension, where medical office buildings are located
across the street. The standard for distance between main buildings is 15 feet, and the applicant is proposing
a number of buildings that do not meet this standard. The applicant is also -requesting additional
modification requests to the required front and.interior yard setbacks. All of these modification requests
present concerns to Staff with respect to open space as well as project massing. Additional direction from
the Planning Commission and the Architectural Board of Review is needed on these issues.

» Building Height

For the building height, buildings in the C-O Zone cannot exceed 45 feet in height and three stories.
Building height immediately adjacent to a residential zone, which this property does abut, shall not exceed
that allowed in the most restrictive adjacent residential zone (i.e. 30 feet) for that part of the structure
constructed within a distance of 23 feet or one-half the height of the proposed structure, whichever is less.
The proposed project ranges from one to three stories, with the majority of the structures being less than 30
feet in height. Portions of the project likely to exceed 30 feet in height are the units located over the
proposed parking garages. Although the current zone allows for the potential to build up to 45 feet in height,
the Architecture Board of Review and Planning Commission often recommend or condition that the mass
and scale of the development be broken up to be consistent with the surrounding neighborhood.

 Clean Air Plan

The Santa Barbara County Clean Air Plan has been adopted by the Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control
District. The CAP includes policies to encourage residential development in a manner that minimizes air quality
emissions associated with automobile travel. Under Section 9.2 of the CAP “smart-growth” is encouraged,
including promoting a balance of jobs and housing in the community; strengthening existing communities by
directing development towards infill locations; and creating walkable communities with a variety of housing
types. The proposed project is specifically intended to provide housing for existing jobs in Santa Barbara at
Cottage Health Systems, thereby reducing existing long-distance commuting. The development would be infill,
by redeveloping a site within an existing urban neighborhood. The project design would contribute to a
walkable neighborhood.

The CAP includes the following policies pertaining to development density: 9.3.1.C. Local jurisdictions should
strive to achieve higher densities in urban core areas in support of the regional transit system by: (6). Inlow to
medium density residential areas, jurisdictions should adjust existing standards to: (f). Encourage developments
of more than 9-12 dwellings per gross acre within % mile of transit stops on major collectors and arterials. The
proposed project is within % mile of an existing transit stop on Garden Street, a major collector street feeding
into the downtown area. The proposed project density (approximately 19 units per gross acre) is consistent with
the above CAP policy.
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MITIGATION M TORIN D REPORTING PROGRAM RP

A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program will be prepared for the project in comipliance with Public
Resources Code §21081.6 and will be included in the EIR. The mitigation measures suggested in the Initial
Study may be refined or augmented through the EIR process. Monitoring and reporting requirements are .
adopted as conditions of project approval.

T ECKLIST

The following checklist contains guestions concerning potential changes to the environment that may result if
this project is implemented. If ho impact would occur, NO should be checked. If the project mlght result in an
impact, check YES indicating the potential level of significance as follows:

Known Significant: Known significant environmental impacts. Further review needed to determine if there are
feasible mitigation measures and/or alternatives to reduce the impact.

Potentially Significant: Unknown, potentially significant impacts that need further review to determine
significance level.

Potentially Significant, Mltlgabl Potentlally significant impacts that can be mitigated to less than significant
levels.

Less Than Significant: Impacts that are not substantial or significant.

1. AESTHETICS NO YES
Could the project: Level of Significance
a) Affect a public scenic vista or designated scenic Less Than Significant

highway or highway/roadway eligible for designation as
a scenic highway?

b) Have a demonstrable negative aesthetic effect in that it Less Than Significant
is inconsistent with Architectural Board of Review?

c) Create light or glare? Less Than Significant

Aesthetics - Discussion

Issues: Issues associated with visual aesthetics include the potential blockage of important public scenic views,
project on-site visual aesthetics and compatibility with the surrounding area, and changes in exterior lighting.

Impact Evaluation Guidelines: Aesthetic quality, whether a project is visually pleasing or unpleasing, may be
perceived and valued differently from one person to the next, and depends in part on the context of the
environment in which a project is proposed. The significance of visual changes is assessed qualitatively based
on consideration of the proposed physical change and project design within the context of the surrounding
‘visual setting. First, the existing visual setting is reviewed to determine whether important existing visual
aesthetics are involved, based on consideration of existing views, existing visual aesthetics on and around the
site, and existing lighting conditions. Under CEQA, the evaluation of a project’s potential impacts to scenic
views is limited to views from public (as opposed to private) viewpoints. The importance of existing views is
assessed qualitatively based on whether important visual resources such as mountains, skyline trees, or the
coastline, can be seen, the extent and scenic quality of the views, and whether the views are experienced from
public viewpoints. The visual changes associated with the project are then assessed qualitatively to determine
whether the project would result in substantial effects associated with important public scenic views, on-site
visual aesthetics, and lighting.
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Significant visual aesthetics impacts may potentially result from:

* Substantial obstruction or degradation of important public scenic views, including important views from
scenic highways; extensive grading and/or removal of substantial amounts of vegetation and trees
visible from public areas without adequate landscaping; or substantial loss of important public open
space.

o Substantial negative aesthetic effect or incompatibility with surrounding land uses or structures due to
project size, massing, scale, density, architecture, signage, or other design features.

» Substantial light and/or glare that poses a hazard or substantial annoyance to adjacent land uses and
sensitive receptors.

Aesthetics — Existing Conditions and Project Impacts
la,b Scenic Views and Visual Aesthetics

The St. Francis Medical Center is a prominent visual feature in the surrounding Riviera Neighborhood,
and is also visible from some public vantage points in downtown Santa Barbara. Immediately north and
east of the project site on Grand Avenue and Arrellaga Street, there are public views of the ocean and
downtown Santa Barbara. The visual character of the site would change with the proposed project, as
the site is currently occupied by relatively massive institutional structures visible throughout the
neighborhood, and these would be replaced with lower profile and smaller mass buildings.

The proposed 115 condominiums have been designed to be compatible with the surrounding
nelghborhood with respect to mass, scale and architecture. The residential development would contain a
mix of one and two story townhouse style residential structures that would be approximately 30 feet or
less in height. Some of the units in the southerly half of the site would be constructed on top of
reinforced concrete parking garages resulting in three story structures that would be less than the 45 foot
height maximum in this zone. As currently designed, the applicant is proposing one single unit, 37
duplexes, 5 triplexes, 2 four-plexes, 1 five-plex and 2 six-plexes. The bulk of the multi-family unit
configurations are proposed within the interior of the site and along the Salsipuedes Street extension,
where medical office buildings are located across the street. The architecture of the more dense housing
in the core of the site would follow a more Mediterranean style, which is common with the residential
developments in the Rivera and Downtown neighborhoods. The architectural style of the bmldmgs

" around the perimeter of the site would be more consistent with the bungalow style found .in the
neighborhood below Micheltorena Street.

The photo simulations, cross-sections and elevations prepared by Cearnal Architects demonstrate that
the proposed development would blend the site with the .adjacent existing neighborhoods though a
reduction in average building heights (i.e. from approx. 60 feet to less than 45 feet), a reduction in
building massing, and a change in the style of development to one more compatible with the
surrounding development. As shown in the visual simulations, the project would reduce the prominence
and notability of the site from mid-ground and vista perspectives and the proposed residential use,
architecture, scale, and landscaping would provide for compatibility with the surrounding residential
neighborhood. Thus project impacts associated with public view blockage from the public vantage
points or visual aesthetics and compatibility would be less than significant.

Total grading for the project has been estimated at 20,300 cubic yards of cut and 16,100 cubic yards of
fill. Factoring in re-compaction of soils, volume attributed to underground utilities, and refinements to
the grading plan, the civil engineer anticipates that earthwork operations would be balanced on-site. The
proposed project has been designed largely to take advantage of the existing terracing on the property,
with only minor adjustment to existing finished slopes and limited alteration to the boundaries of the
existing terraces requ1red Significant visual impacts as a result of grading would be less than

szgmlzcant

A tree inventory was prepared by Katie O’Reilly Rogers, landscape architect. There are a total of 193

individual trees on the property. Of the existing 193 trees, 41 trees are to be preserved, 77 trees are to be
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relocated (transplanted), and 75 trees are to be removed. The majority of the 77 trees to be relocated on
site are palm trees. Of the 75 trees to be removed, one 18 inch and one 3 inch diameter oak trees would
be removed, Approximately 275 additional new trees would be planted on site. The landscape plan also
incorporates replacement trees for those removed with trees native to this area. “The landscape design
has been designed to create a seamless landscape, in which the new landscaping is indistinguishable
from the existing area. No significant visual impacts would occur from the existing landscape to the
proposed landscape. Mitigation Measures have been identified in the Biological Resource Section to
recognize further review, approval, and implementation of tree protection, landscaping, tree relocation,
and tree replacement plans. ‘

The proposed development also requires review and approval by the Architectural Board of Review
(ABR) and Planning Commission (PC) in accordance with ABR Design Guidelines and Neighborhood
Compatibility Ordinance. In December 2003, the Planning Commission reviewed the proposed project
at a conceptual level (note that elevations were not submitted yet). PC thought the overall density
proposed was acceptable and wanted to see some of the bungalow design common in this neighborhood
to be incorporated into the project design. PC also wanted to see more green space integrated into the
site and better pedestrian circulation. After responding to PC’s comments, in March 2004 the ABR
conceptually reviewed the proposed project. With respect to site design, the Board appreciated the
proposed open space but wanted to see the pedestrian access/circulation of the site improved. The
Board appreciated the breaking-up of the massing along the perimeters but would like to see more to
ensure that the massing patterns are similar to adjacent residential patterns across the street. The Board,
however, thought the massing along Salsipuedes Street is acceptable due to the existing commercial
development across the street. The Board supported some architectural mix but would like to see more
bungalow scale and style.

Subsequent Planning Commission project review and ABR Preliminary and Final Design Review
approvals may further refine project site design, building heights and setbacks, architecture, and
landscaping. Findings concerning nieighborhood and site compatibility and visual effects are required by
the Planning Commission and ABR in order to approve the project.

Lighting

The existing hospital complex has outdoor lighting around buildings and walkways. The project would
provide outdoor lighting typical of residential areas. Exterior lighting would be subject to compliance
with the requirements of SBMC §22.75, the City’s Outdoor Lighting and Design Ordinance. The
ordinance provides that exterior lighting be shielded and directed to the site such that no undue lighting
or glare would affect surrounding residents, roads, or habitat areas. As such, project impacts on lighting
and glare would be less than significant.

Aesthetics — Mitigation and Residual Impact

No mitigation required. Project effects on public scenic views, visual aesthetics and compatibility, and lighting
would be less than significant (Class 3). Further review and permitting by the Planning Commission and
Architectural Board of Review may refine project design.

2. AIR QUALITY NO YES
Could the project: . Level of Significance
a) Vioiate any air quality standard or contribute to an | Potentially Significant (Short-term)
existing or projected air quality violation? :
b) Expose sensitive receptors to pollutants? | Potentially Significant (Short-term)
<) Create objectionable odors? v |

Is the project consistent with the County of Santa Barbara Air Quality Attainment Plan?
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AJr Quality - Discussion

Issues. Air quality issues involve pollutant emissions from vehicle exhaust and industrral or other stationary
sources that contribute to smog; particulates and nuisance dust associated with gradlng and construction
processes; and nuisance odors.

Smog, or ozone, is formed in the atmosphere through a series of photochemical reactions involving interaction
of oxides of nitrogen [NOy] and reactive organic compounds [ROC] (referred to as ozone precursors) with
sunlight over a period of several hours. Primary sources of ozone precursors in the South Coast area are vehicle
emissions. Sources of particulate matter (PM;g, include demolition, grading, road dust, and vehicle exhaust, as
well as agricultural tilling and mineral quarries.

The City of Santa Barbara is part of the South Coast Air Basin. The City is subject to-the California Ambient °
Air Quality Standards (CAAQS), which are more stringent than the national standards, for six pollutants:
photochemical ozone, carbon monoxide, sulfur dioxide, nitrogen dioxide, particulate matter, and lead. The
Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District (SBCAPCD) provides oversight on compliance with air
quality standards and preparation of the County Clean Air Plan. Presently, the County of Santa Barbara is in
non-attainment with the CAAQS. for ozone (O3) and particulate matter (PM;q). An area is in nonattainment for
a pollutant if the applicable CAAQS for that pollutant has been exceeded more than once in three years. There
are also heavily congested intersections within the City that may approach the California l-hour standard of 20
parts per million for carbon monoxide (CO) during peak traffic hours.

Impact Evaluation Guidelines. A project may create a significant air quality impact from the following:

e Exceeding an APCD pollutant threshold; inconsistency with District regulations; or exceeding
population forecasts in the adopted County Clean Air Plan.

e Exposing sensitive receptors, such as children, the elderly, or sick people to substantial pollutant
exposure.

e Substantial unmitigated nuisance dust during earthwork or construction operations.
e Creation of nuisance odors inconsistent with APCD regulations.

Long-Term (Operational) Impact Guidelines: The City of Santa Barbara uses the SBCAPCD thresholds of
significance for evaluating air quality impacts. The APCD has determined that a proposed prOJect will not have
a significant air quality impact on the environment if operation of the project will:

e Emit (from all project sources, both stationary and mobile) less than 240 pounds per day for ROC and
NOxy, and 80 pounds per day for PM;,.

e Emit less than 25 pounds per day of ROC or NOy from motor vehicle trips only;
e For CO, contribute less than 800 peak hour trips to an individual intersection;

» Not cause a violation of any California or National Ambient Air Quality Standard (except ozone); and
not exceed the APCD health risks public notification thresholds adopted by the APCD Board; and

* Be consistent with the adopted federal and state air quality plans for Santa Barbara.

Short-Term (Construction) Impacts Guidelines: Projects involving grading, paving, construction, and
landscaping activities may cause localized nuisance dust impacts and increased particulate matter (PM;y).
Substantial dust-related impacts may be potentially significant, but are generally considered mitigable with the
application of standard dust control mitigation measures. Standard dust mitigation measures are applied to
projects with either significant or less than significant effects.

Exhaust from construction equipment also contributes to air pollution. As a guideline, SBCAPCD Rule 202.F.3
identifies a substantial effect associated with projects having combined emissions from all construction
equipment that exceed 25 tons of any pollutant except carbon monoxide) within a 12-month period.
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Cumulative _Impacts _and Consistency with Clean Air Plan: If the project-specific impact exceeds the
significance threshold, it is also considered to have a considerable contribution to cumulative impacts. When a
project is not accounted for in the most recent Clean Air Plan growth projections, then the project’s impact may
also be considered to have a considerable contribution to cumulative air quality impacts. The Santa Barbara
County Association of Governments and Air Resources Board on-road emissions forecasts are used as a basis
~ for vehicle emission forecasting. If a project provides for increased population growth beyond that forecasted

in the most recently adopted CAP, or if the project does not incorporate appropriate air quality mitigation and
control measures, or is inconsistent with APCD rules and regulations, then the project may be found
inconsistent with the CAP and may have a significant impact on air quality.

Air Quality — Existing Conditions and Project Impacts

2a,b. Air Pollutant Emissions

Short-Term (Construction) Impacts: Project construction would involve an extensive phased demolition,
grading, and construction process over an estimated 67 week period (approximately 1 year, 4 months).
The demolition, grading, paving, and landscaping activities would cause localized fugitive dust and
particulate matter (PM;p) emissions. Preliminary estimates of earthwork for the development indicate
approximately 20,300 cubic yards of cut and 16,100 cubic yards of fill. Temporary dust-related impacts
are considered potentially significant Generally, these impacts are considered mitigable with the
application of standard dust control mitigation measures, including sprinkling the site during earth
moving activities to control dust, covering of trucks transporting soil/building materials, stabilization of
disturbed areas with seeding and watering, soil binders, etc. Given the extensive construction period,
the EIR would further evaluate this impact and identify whether additional site-specific mitigation
measures are warranted to minimize short-term air quality impacts as a result of grading activities.

Construction equipment would also emit NOy and ROC. Rider Hunt Levett and Bailey prepared a
Construction Phasing and Logistics Report, which identifies the equipment fleet anticipated to be
employed during each phase of the construction. Also.included was an equipment emissions calculation
worksheet that addresses the peak construction scenario of site grading occurring simultaneously with
housing and parking garage construction. Based on the size of the proposed project and an estimated
construction period, short-term emissions of NOy and ROC could be potentially significant. A standard
measure requiring construction equipment to be maintained in tune would minimize these impacts.
Impacts and mitigation would be further evaluated in the EIR.

Long-Term (Operational Emissions) Impacts: Long-term project air pollutant emissions primarily stem
from motor vehicles associated with a project and/or from stationary sources that may require permits
from the Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District (SBCAPCD). The proposed project
would not contain any stationary sources that require permits from APCD. The proposed project would
result in approximately 674 new average daily trips (ADTs), which is less that the long-term traffic
baseline from St. Francis Medical Center operations. Based on SBCAPCD Guidelines, long-term air
quality impacts would be less than significant. Because the proposed project will generate less than 800

~ peak hour trips, CO impacts would be less than significant. According to the APCD guidelines,
approximately 133 condominium units would exceed the trip threshold.

Sensitive Receptors. Sensitive receptors are defined as children, elderly, or ill people, who can be more
adversely affected by air quality problems. Land uses typically associated with sensitive receptors
include schools, parks, playgrounds, child care. centers, retirement homes, convalescent homes,
hospitals, and clinics. Stationary sources are of particular concem to sensitive receptors. The proposed
project is located in a residential area and would still continue to have Villa Rivera, an elderly care
facility, in operation at the project site. As stated above under 2a., the proposed project does not contain.
any stationary sources. However, the proposed project will potentially generate substantial dust and
particulate matter (PM;o) during construction activities, a pofentially significant temporary impact to
sensitive receptors in the area. Further evaluation of impacts and mitigation would be provided in the
EIR
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2c. Odors

The proposed project does not contain any features with the potential to emit odorous emissions from
sources such as commercial cooking equipment, combustion or evaporation of fuels, sewer treatment, or
solvents and surface coatings. Project impacts would be less than significant.

Consistency with the Clean Air Plan

- The 1999 CAP (revised in November 2000) forecasts an additional 60,000 housing units in Santa Barbara

County by 2030. This equates to approximately 2,000 housing units per year; with 50% of the population

within the South Coast of the County, it is reasonable to expect approximately 1,000 units per year are allocated

to the South Coast area. The project’s proposed residences would account for no more than approximately 10%
of the allocation, and are therefore considered to be within the population growth forecast of the latest (1999)

CAP. The proposed project would therefore be consistent with the CAP in terms of population and housing

forecasts. '

See also Plans and Policies discussion of project consistency with CAP policies.
Air Quality - Mitigation Measures

The following standard construction-related dust control measures, and other measures to be developed in th
EIR. , A

AQ-1 Watering of Site. During site grading and transportation of fill materials, regular water sprinkling shall
occur using reclaimed water whenever the Public Works Director determines that it is reasonably
available. During clearing, grading, earth moving or excavation, sufficient quantities of water, through
use of either water trucks or sprinkler systems, shall be applied to prevent dust from leaving the site.
Each day, after construction activities cease, the entire area of disturbed soil shall be sufficiently
moistened to create a crust. '

Throughout construction, water trucks or sprinkler systems shall also be used to keep all areas of vehicle
movement damp enough to prevent dust raised from leaving the site. At a minimum, this will include
wetting down such areas in the late morning and after work is completed for the day. Increased
watering frequency will be required whenever the wind speed exceeds 15 mph. -

AQ-2 Covered Truck Loads. Trucks transporting fill material to and from the site shall be c;overed from the
point of origin. :

AQ-3 Truck Routes. The haul route(s) for all construction-related trucks, three tons or more, entering or
exiting the site, shall be approved by the Transportation Engineer.

AQ-4 Wind Erosion Control. After clearing, grading, earth moving or excavation is completed, the entire
area of disturbed soil shall be treated to prevent wind pickup of soil. This may be accomplished by:

A. Seeding and watering until grass cover is grown; -
B. Spreading soil binders;
C. Sufficiently wetting the area down to form a crust on the surface with repeated soakings as

necessary to maintain the crust and prevent dust pickup by the wind;
D.  Other methods approved in advance by the Air Pollution Control District.

AQ-5 Expeditious Paving. All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc., should be paved as soon as possible.
Additionally, building pads should be laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding or soil
binders are used.

AQ-6 Construction Equipment Maintenance. Construction equipment shall be maintained in tune with
manufacturer’s specifications.
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Air Quality - Residual Impact

Potentially significant temporary construction-related impacts will be further analyzed in an environmental
impact report (EIR). Long-term air quality emissions of the proposed project would be less than significant
(Class 3).

| 3. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES NO YES

Could the project result in impacts to: Level of Significance

a) Endangered, threatened or rare species or their habitats v
(including but not limited to plants, fish, insects,
animals, and birds)?

b) Locally designated historic, Landmark or specimen Potentially Significant, Mitagable
trees? _

c)  Natural communities (e.g. oak woodland, coastal v
habitat, etc.).

d) Wetland habitat (e.g. marsh, riparian, and vernal pool)? v

e) Wildlife dispersal or migration corridors? v

Biological Resources - Discussion

- Issues: Biological resources issues involve the potential for a project to substantially affect biologically-
important natural vegetation and wildlife, particularly species that are protected as rare, threatened, or
endangered by federal or state wildlife agencies and their habitat, native specimen trees, and designated
landmark or historic trees.

Impact Evaluation Guidelines: Existing native wildlife and vegetation on a project site are qualitatively
assessed to identify whether they constitute important biological resources, based on the types, amounts, and
quality of the resources within the context of the larger ecological community. If important biological resources
exist, project effects to the resources are qualitatively evaluated to determine whether the project would
substantially affect these important biological resources. Significant biological resource impacts may potentially
result from substantial disturbance to important wildlife and vegetation in the following ways:

e Elimination or substantial reduction or disruption of important natural vegetative communities and
wildlife habitat or migration corridors, such as oak woodland, coastal strand, riparian, and wetlands.

e Substantial effect on protected plant or animal species listed or otherwise identified or protected as
endangered, threatened or rare.

e Substantial loss or damage to important native specimen trees or designated landmark or historic trees.
Biological Resources — Existing Conditions and Project Impacts
3a,c,d,e Native and Protected Habitat and Wildlife

As recognized by the City of Santa Barbara Master Environmental Assessment, this portion of the City is
-almost entirely urbanized, and biological resources are limited. The St. Francis Medical Center site is
developed with structures, paved parking and driveways, pathways and landscaping. No endangered,
threatened or rare species or their habitats currently listed nor candidates for State or Federal protection
are present at this site. The project site does not support any contiguous natural communities nor
function as an important wildlife movement or dispersal area. The proposed project would not result in
any significant impacts to these resources, their habitats or wildlife movement opportunities.

The project site is not adjacent to any water body or wetland resource. Mission Creek is located
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3.b.

approximately % mile away from the project site. The project would not increase discharge of pollutants
from storm-water runoff into Mission Creek, as drainage from the project would be directed to the street
or to existing subsurface drainage facilities with adequate water quality protection. No wetlands habitat
exists on the site or would be affected by the project. Project impacts to biological-resources would be
less than significant.

Specimen Trees

Mature native and non-native specimen trees provide numerous benefits to the environment, including
visual beauty, shade, soil stability, air quality, and localized habitat for urban-adapted wildlife spec1es
such as birds. City policies address the protection and replacement of mature trees.

Mature specimen trees exist on the St. Francis Medical center site, which include: pepper trees along
Micheltorena Street and Grand Avenue; Mediterranean Fan Palms and Canary Island Date Palm in the
northern portion of the site; oaks, palms and Black Acacia in the “walking garden”; Senegal Date Palms
and a cedar near the intersection of Micheltorena Street and Grand Avenue. The tree inventory prepared
by the landscape architect, Katie O’Reilly Rogers, indicates there are a total of 193 individual trees on
the property. Of the existing 193 trees, 41 -trees are to be preserved, 77 trees are to be relocated
(transplanted), and 75 trees are to be removed. The majority of the 77 trees to be relocated on site are
palm trees. Of the 75 trees to be removed, one 18 inch and one 3 inch diameter oak trees would be
removed. Approximately 275 additional new trees would be planted on site. The landscape plan
incorporates replacement trees for those removed with trees native to this area. Thus, project impacts
from loss of specimen trees would be potentially significant but mitigable to a less than significant level
with planting of replacement trees.

Project grading and construction processes have the potential to ‘damage existing trees slated for
preservation, a potentially significant impact. This effect can be mitigated to a less than significant level
with application of tree protection and replacement measures.

Mitigation Measures are identified below to recognize further review, approval, and implementation of
tree protection, landscaping, tree relocation, and tree replacement plans.

Biological Resources — Mitigation

B-1 Tree Inventory. A further inventory of existing specimen trees on the project site should be performed by

a qualified arborist, noting health of the trees and suitability for transplanting. Based on the arborist
recommendations, as reviewed by the City Arborist, the City would make a final determination regarding
which trees can be feasibly transplanted.

B-2 Tree Protection and Replacement Plan. The applicant shall submit a tree protection and replacement

plan with project landscape plans for City approval. The plan shall identify trees to be preserved, measures

to be taken during grading and construction to protect trees, measures for replacement of trees in the event

of inadvertent damage or loss, and irrigation and maintenance plans. Trees shall be maintained for the life
- of the project. Tree protection plans shall incorporate the following measures

.o Tree Protection Fencing. Prior to grading, temporary protective fencing (4 feet high) shall be
installed three feet outside the dripline of all trees to be preserved. Trees in close proximity may be
fenced as a group. All fencing shall be maintained during the entire construction period.

o ‘Equipment and Materials Storage. Heavy equipment shall not be used or parked within three (3)
feet of oak tree driplines, except where approved by a qualified arborist, and after protective fencing
has been installed. Soil, rocks, or construction material shall not be stored or placed within the
dripline of oak trees.

o Tree Replacement. Specimen trees slated for preservation that are inadvertently damaged (25% or
more of root area) or lost due to construction processes shall be replaced prior to issuance of
occupancy permits. Tree replacement shall be according to the following replacement ratios: Oak
Trees — 10:1 (using 5-15 gallon saplings); other native trees and ornamental species at 3:1 with
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replacement trees at no less than % the diameter of the existing tree). The applicant shall submit an
annual report on establishment and success of replacement trees. -

Biological Resources - Residual Impact: Project impacts associated with specimen trees would be reduced to
less than significant levels (Class 2) with identified mitigation measures. Other impacts to biological resources -
would be less than significant (Class 3).

4. CULTURAL RESOURCES NO YES

Could the project: Level of Significance
a) Disturb aichaeological resources? Potentially Significant, Mitigable
b) Affect a historic structure or site designated or eligible Potentially Significant, Mitigable

for designation as a National, State or City landmark?

c) Have the potential to cause a physical change which v
would affect ethnic cultural values or restrict religious
uses in the project area?

Cultural Resources - Discussion

Issues: Archaeological resources are subsurface deposits dating from Prehistoric or Historical time periods.
Native American culture appeared along the channel coast over 10,000 years ago, and numerous villages of the
Barbareno Chumash flourished in coastal plains now encompassed by.the City. Spanish explorers and eventual
settlements in ‘Santa Barbara occurred in the 1500’s through 1700’s. In the mid-1800’s, the City began its
transition from Mexican village to American city, and in the late 1800°s through early 1900°’s experienced
intensive urbanization. Historic resources are above-ground structures and sites from historical time periods
with historic, architectural, or other cultural importance. The City’s built environment has a rich cultural
heritage with a variety of architectural styles, including the Spanish Colonial Revival style empha31zed in the
rebuilding of Santa Barbara’s downtown following a destructive 1925 earthquake.

Impact Evaluation Guidelines: Archaeological and historical impacts are evaluated qualitatively by

archeologists and historians. First, existing conditions on a site are assessed to identify whether important or
unique archaeological or historical resources exist, based on criteria specified in the State CEQA Guidelines and
City Master Environmental Assessment Guidelines for Archaeological Resources and Historical Structures and
Sites, summarized as follows:

e Contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions and there exists a
demonstrable public interest in that information.

e Has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its type or the best available example of
its type.
e Is directly associated with an important prehistoric or historic event or person.

If important archaeological or historic.resources exist on the site, project changes are evaluated to determine
whether they would substantially affect these important resources.

Cultural Resources — Existing Conditions and Project Impacts

4.a. Archaeology

The City of Santa Barbara Master Environmental Assessment (MEA) identifies the project site location
within the American Period 1870-1900 and Early 20" Century Settlement 1900-1920 cultural resource
sensitivity areas. In conjunction with a proposal for addition of buildings to the hospital site in 1992,
Larry Wilcoxon, professional archaeologist, prepared a Phase 1 Archaeological Investigation. The field
survey portion of that investigation addressed a triangle at the southern tip of the property (currently a
19-space parking lot) and the northern area of the property, including central parking area, and vacant
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4.b.

property east of the congregate care facility. The records search conducted for the entire parcel revealed
the most significant cultural resource to be a former Catholic cemetery that occupied the area from the
central parking lot to the southern property boundary (including the main hospital complex). The burials
were disinterred in the late 1800’s to the Modoc Cemetery upon closure of the cemetery at the project
site. Mr. Wilcoxon indicated that because there are no detailed records of precise burial locations, the
number of individuals buried at the cemetery, or documentation of the removal of the remains, the
possibility exists that previously undetected intact portions of the cemetery exist within the area of all
proposed developments, a potentially significant impact. However, Mr. Wilcoxon acknowledged that
much or all of the old Catholic cemetery may no longer exist, because of the landform modifications
which must have accompanied construction of the current St. Francis Hospital facility. Other potentially
significant archaeological remains that may also be present on site include features such as wells,
privies, and trash pits that could contain concentration of artifacts. Given the uncertainties regarding the
potential presence of cultural resources on the property, Mr. Wilcoxon recommended that all
construction activities involving the disturbance of the upper four feet of existing soils within the
property be monitored by a professional archaeologist. The archaeologist shall be empowered to halt or
redirect construction if any potentially significant cultural deposits, features, or graves are encountered
until such discoveries may be properly evaluated according to cultural resource significance criteria. A
Phase 2 subsurface testing program and Phase 3 salvage excavation could be necessary if cultural
materials are encountered during construction. With incorporation of the standard mitigation measures
in the event of discovery of archaeological resources, potentially significant impacts to archaeological
resources from the proposed project would be reduced to less than significant levels. The City’s
Consulting Archaeologist Dr. Glassow agreed with the measures and impact evaluation, and the Phase 1
study was accepted by the City Historic Landmarks Commission.

Historical Resources

The St. Francis hospital property is not a designated historic structure or site, nor eligible for designation
as a National, State or City landmark. Dr. Shelley Bookspan prepared the Final Historic Structures
Report in April 2004. The report indicates the original hospital building was constructed between 1902
and 1905, where the convent building is currently located. In 1971 the original hospital building was
demolished. What is presently the main hospital structure on the property began with a central wing
constructed in 1927 and the next oldest portion was designed in 1954 and opened in 1956. The original
building could have qualified as an historic structure, but it has undergone a series of expansions in the
past 60 years that have completely altered the character of the structure as well as impacting the historic
integrity of the building. Dr. Bookspan concludes in the report that the structures are not historically
significant per adopted evaluation criteria, and demolition of the existing structures would be a less than

significant historic impact.

The HLC accepted the Final Historic Resources Report at their April 28, 2004 meeting. The HLC
concurred that the existing St. Francis Hospital structures are not historically significant. The HLC did
find the long-term presence of the hospital facility at this property to be historically significant. With the
documentation provided by the Historic Structures Report and implementation of a measure to
incorporate a commemorative plaque into the new project, this historic impact would be mitigated to a
less than significant level..

Ethnic/Religious Values

The proposed project would not cause a physical change that would affect ethnic cultural values or
restrict religious uses. The hospital complex included a chapel for religious services, operated for the
benefit of the religious order operating the hospital as well as for patients staying in the hospital and
their families or visitors. Since the chapel was not operated as an ordinary place of worship for
neighborhood residents or the general public. The hospital and chapel are no longer operating, and loss
of the chapel would have ne significant impact on ethnic cultural values nor restrict religious uses in the
project area. '
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Cultural Resources — Mitigation

Archaeological Mitigation

The following mitigation measures are required in order to reduce the potential for impacts to archaeological
resources to less than significant levels:

The Owner/Applicant shall complete the following measures prior to the issuance of building permits:

C-1

Archaeological Monitoring Contract. The Owner/ Applicant shall contract with a qualified
archaeologist from the City-approved archaeologist to conduct to monitor all ground disturbing
activities. The contract shall establish a schedule for monitoring and provide for consultation as needed
with a qualified Native American representative as a sub-consultant to the archaeologist, and evaluation
and mitigation procedures per City MEA in the event resources are discovered, and a report to the City
Environmental Analyst on the findings of the monitoring. Contract(s) shall be subject to the review and
approval of the Environmental Analyst.

The following measures shall be specified on the construction plans submitted for building permits and shall be
implemented by the Owner/Applicant throughout project construction as specified:

C-2

Archaeological Procedures. A construction conference shall be held by the General Contractor at
which archaeological procedures shall be reviewed. The conference shall include representatives from
the Public Works Department, Building Division, Planning Division, the Property Owner and
Contractor. Prior to the start of any vegetation or paving removal, demolition, trenching or grading,
contractors and construction personnel shall be alerted to the possibility of uncovering unanticipated
subsurface archaeological features or artifacts associated with past human occupation of the parcel, and
required procedures for responding.

Archaeological Monitoring. A qualified archaeologist from the City-approved list shall monitor-ground
disturbing activities of the project development, including, but not limited to, grading, excavation,
trenching, vegetation or paving removal and ground clearance. ‘

Archaeological Resource Discovery Procedures. If cultural resources are encountered or suspected
during project development, project work in the vicinity of the find shall be halted immediately and the -
City Environmental Analyst notified. The project archaeologist shall assess the nature, extent and
significance of any discoveries and develop appropriate management recommendations for
archaeological resource treatment, including but not limited to redirection of grading and/or excavation
activities. If resources are potentially significant, a Phase 3 mitigation program (which may entail
measures such as project redesign to avoid resources, documentation and capping of resources in place,
or recovery) shall be prepared and accepted by the Environmental Analyst and the Historic Landmarks
Commission and implemented. That portion of the Phase 3 program which requires work on-site shall
be completed prior to continuing construction in the affected area. If prehistoric or other Native
American remains are encountered, a Native American representative shall be contacted and shall
remain present during all further subsurface disturbance in the area of the find. If human remains are
discovered or suspected, the County Coroner shall be informed immediately and applicable State Health
and Safety Code and Public Resources Code procedures shall be followed.

Applicant shall complete the following prior to issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy (Final Inspection):

C-5

C-6

Archaeological Mitigation. If resources were discovered in the course of construction and monitoring,
any study and mitigation measures determined necessary to mitigate potential significant impacts to
insignificant levels shall be completed.

Archaeological Monitoring Report. A final report on the results of the archaeological monitoring shall
be submitted to the Environmental Analyst within 180 days of completion of the monitoring and receive
approval prior to the issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy (Final Inspection).
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Historic Mitigation
The HLC found the long-term presence of the hospital on the site to be historically-important. To address
historic resource impacts from removal of the hospital, the following mitigation measures would be required.

C-7 Historic Plagque. A commemorative plaque detailing the history of the St. Francis Hospltal use of the
site shall be incorporated into any new development of the property that removes the hospital structures.
At least one of the art pieces shall be incorporated.

C-8 HLC Review. Courtesy review of the proposed Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce
Housing Project shall be provided at the City Historic Landmarks Commission.

Cultural Resources - Residual Impacts

Incorporation of the above mitigation measures would reduce potentially significant adverse archaeological and
historic resource impacts to less than significant levels (Class 2)

5. GEOPHYSICAL CONDITIONS NO YES
Could the project result in or expose people to: Level of Significance

a) Seismicity: fault rupture? | Less Than Significant

b) Seismicity: grdund shaking or liquefaction? Less Than Significant

c) Seismicity: seiche or tsunami? | v

d) Landslides or mudslides? v

e) Subsidence of the land? v

£ Expansive soils? ' Potentially Significant, Mitigable

2) Excessive grading or permanent changes in the Less Than Signiﬁcant
topography?

Geophysical Conditions - Discussion

Issues: Geophysical impacts involve geologic and soil conditions and their potential to create physical hazards
affecting persons or property; or substantial changes to the physical condition of the site. Included are
earthquake-related conditions such as fault rupture, groundshaking, liquefaction (a condition in which saturated
soil looses shear strength during earthquake shaking); or seismic sea waves; unstable soil or slope conditions,
such as landslides, subsidence, expansive or compressible/collapsible soils; or erosion; and extensive grading
or topographic changes.

Impact Evaluation Guidelines: Potentially significant geophysical impacts may result from:

e Exposure to or creation of unstable earth conditions due to seismic conditions, such as earthquake
faulting, groundshaking, liquefaction, or seismic waves.

e Exposure to or creation of unstable earth conditions due to geologic or soil conditions, such as
landslides, settlement, or expansive, collapsible/compressible, or expansive soils.

e Extensive grading on slopes exceeding 20%, substantial topographic change, destruction of unique
physical features; substantial erosion of soils, overburden, or sedimentation of a water course.

Geoghzsical Conditions — Existing Conditions and Project Impacts
5a,b. Earthquake Fault Rupture, Groundshaking, Liquefaction.

The City’s MEA Maps and URS’s Geology Report identify no known earthquake faults on the site, and

the potential for fault rupture as low. The site is within the potential groundshaking impact area of other

earthquake faults in the general vicinity and larger southern California area. Over the life of the project,
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S.c.

it is likely that the site would experience ground shaking from the movement along a fault within the
vicinity. Compliance with the required Uniform Building Code (UBC) design standards would lessen
the potential for impacts from seismic ground movement to less than significant levels.

Seismic Waves

The MEA identifies the site as not subject to impact from seismically-induced waves, including tsunami
run-up or seiches.

5.d.e.f Soils and Erosion

S.g.

The MEA Maps identify the project site is underlain by Fanglomerate earth materials. Fanglomerate
rock formations are composed primarily of sandstone with cobble and gravel lenses. The MEA maps
identify the site as having minimal liquefaction potential, minimal erosion potential, and no soil creep or
expansive soils. At least three separate soil/foundation investigations have been performed on the St.
Francis Medical Center property in conjunction with proposed structures (1971 Convent; 1983 Hospital
Building Expansion; 1989 Convent). Soil borings were performed for each investigation and revealed
there is a mantle of artificial fill material covering much of the site (fill varies from 1 foot to 8 feet deep)
and this material is often improperly compacted. Underlying the fill material is fine to course grained
alluvium. The native earth materials are generally firm and capable of supporting spread-footing
foundations. However, foundations which span both areas of fill and native soils could be subject to
differential settlement as could foundations placed on non-compacted or improperly compacted earth
materials. The 1971 report indicates native soils can have a mild expansive potential. The 1983
investigation identified perched groundwater at a depth of approximately 28 feet beneath the ground
surface (the hospital expansion included excavation to a depth of 25 feet for the new wing). The
foundation investigations identify proper earthwork techniques, construction methods and foundation
and structural design to address potentially significant effects from differential settlement, cracked
foundations from expansive soils, or moisture from perched groundwater conditions.

An updated geology report by URS (February 26, 2004) references the prior studies and identifies
recommended mitigations pertaining to earthwork techniques, foundation design, and building design to
address seismic, geologic, soil, and groundwater conditions. As determined needed by City Building and -
Safety Division, additional project-specific analysis shall be performed for the final design of proposed
structures on the site, and recommendations, as approved by City Building and Safety, incorporated into
the project. With.these measures, potentially significant impacts will be mitigated to less than significant
levels.

Topographic Changes

Recognizing the topography of the site (14% average slope), the development of the St. Francis Medical
Center complex was accomplished through the creation of broad terrace areas for the major structures
and parking lots. The proposed project has been designed largely to take advantage of the existing
terracing on the property, with adjustment to existing finished slopes and limited alteration to the
boundaries of the existing terraces required. Total earthwork for the project has been estimated at
20,300 cubic yards of cut and 16,100 cubic yards of fill. Factoring in re-compaction of soils, volume
attributed to underground utilities, and refinements to the grading plan, the civil engineer anticipates that
earthwork operations would be balanced on-site. Impacts from topographic modification and gradient
changes would be less than significant.

Geophysical Conditions - Mitigation

G-1

Earthwork, Foundation, and Structural Design. The applicant shall implement all recommendations
specified in the geology report prepared by URS (February 26, 2004). These recommendations include:

a. Foundation and earthwork elements of the final design documents (i.e., plans, specifications, and
cost estimate) should be based on a geotechnical investigation tailored to meet the specific
requirements of this project. The investigation should include a sufficient number of borings or other
subsurface explorations to allow evaluation of the geotechnical conditions in the area of proposed
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construction. The results of the investigation should be presented in a repoi‘t prepared under the -
supervision of a qualified geotechnical engineer. . -

. Due to the potential for groundwater seepage at higher elevations in the older alluvium, all below-

grade earth-retaining walls should be designed to resist hydrostatic pressure and to prevent
infiltration of water into interior building spaces.

Seismic design of all proposed structures should be in accordance with the Uniform Building Code
(UBC), Earthquake Zone 4, unless more stringent standards are required by the City or
recommended by the project structural engineer. Existing structures that will be incorporated into the
proposed development. should be re-evaluated for compliance with current seismic design
requirements.

. All foundations should be supported on firm native soil or approved, properly éompacted fill

material. For planning purposes-it should be assumed that all structural fill will be compacted to at
least 95% relative compaction per ASTM D1557. ~

Overexcavation will be required in areas where foundations or structural fill would otherwise be
supported on existing unengineered fill or soft/loose native soil. The actual depth of overexcavation
will depend on building locations, pad elevations, and foundation depths. However, for planning
purposes, average overexcavation depths of five feet and two feet may be assumed in areas of
unengineered fill or soft/loose native soil, respectively.

Existing fill consisting of nenexpansive granular soil should be usable for structural ﬁll if cleaned of
deleterious material and properly recompacted. :

. Allsite grading activities related to structures or pavement, in addition to the compaction of all fill

material, should be observed and tested by a representatlve of the geotechnical engineer of record for
the project.

Geophysical Conditions - Residual Impact

With identified mitigation measures potential project impacts associated with seismic, geologic and soil
conditions will be reduced to less than significant levels (Class 2). Other potential geophysi cal impacts would
be less than significant (Class 3) -

6. HAZARDS NO YES

Could the project involve:

Level of Significance

a) A risk of accidental explosion or release of hazardous Potentially Significant, Mitigable
substances (including, but not limited to: oil, pesticides,
chemicals or radiation)?

b) The creation of any health hazard or potential health Potentially Significant, Mitigable
hazards? '

c) Exposure of people to existing sources of potential Potentially Significant, Mitigable
health hazards?

d) Increased fire hazard in areas with flammable brush, Less Than Significant

grass, or trees?

Hazards - Discussion

Hazards Issues: Hazardous materials issues involve the potential for public health or safety impacts from
exposure of persons or the environment to hazardous materials or risk of accidents involving combustible or
toxic substances.
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Hazards Impact Evaluation Guidelines: Significant impacts may result from the following:

Siting of incompatible projects in close proximity to existing sources of safety risk, such as pipelines,
industrial processes, railroads, airports, etc. L

Exposure of project occupants or construction workers to unremediated soil or groundwater
contamination.

Exposure of persons or the environment to hazardous substances due to improper use, storage, or
disposal of hazardous materials. '

Siting of development in a high fire hazard areas or beyond adequate emergency response time, with
inadequate access or water pressure, or otherwise in a manner that creates a fire hazard

Hazards — Existing Conditions and Project Impacts

6.a.b.c.Hazardous Materials and Safety Risks

Demolition: The project would involve demolition of existing bﬁildings on the project site, -and the

‘construction of replacement residential structures. Buildings may contain hazardous materials that could

be released during the demolition process, a potentially significant impact to construction workers and
adjacent properties. The most common building hazards are asbestos, polychlorinated biphenyls
(PCBs), lead in paints and plumbing, and mercury from old lighting fixtures. In addition, dusts
containing heavy metals can also be present. A site-wide visual survey was conducted that identified
suspected asbestos-containing building materials. A more comprehensive assessment of structures
proposed for demolition to determine the type and amount of hazardous materials that may be present,
and specific measures to be taken per regulations to manage material handling and exposure and
properly dispose of material would be required. With-these measures, potentially significant effects on
construction workers and the public would be reduced to less than significant levels, and proper disposal
would be ensured.

Soil Contamination: URS prepared a Phase I Site Assessment for the St. Francis Medical Center
Property (December 2002), Phase II Environmental Assessment Due Diligence, St. Francis Medical
Center Property (January 2003), and Remediation Workplan for Diesel-Contaminated Soil, St. Francis
Medical Center (April 2004). There are three underground fuel storage tanks (USTs) on the St. Francis
Hospital site, and an additional two USTs that were removed. All of the underground storage tanks have
been used to store diesel fuel for emergency generators located on the hospital site. Preliminary
environmental assessment consisting of a records review and soil borings at selected locations has been
performed by URS Corporation. The presence of a minor, localized amount of soil contamination
associated with some of the USTs has been documented at the site, a potentially significant impact.
Groundwater contamination is characterized as unlikely. During the demolition phase of the project, a
more comprehensive assessment would be completed to further delineate soil contamination, confirm
the absence of groundwater contamination, remove the remaining USTs, and clean up contamination.

A work plan by URS (June 2004) for tank removal and remediation activities was submitted to the
County Fire Department, Public Protection Services Division for review. The work plan calls for over
excavating each tank pit by several feet, and stockpiling the excavated soils while samples are analyzed
by the laboratory. Soils found to contain diesel contamination above the Santa Barbara County Leaking
Underground Fuel Tank (LUFT) recommended clean-up levels (RCL) would be disposed off-site. Soil
samples would also be collected and analyzed for the sidewalls and floor of the excavations, to verify
remaining soils do not have contamination above LUFT RCL. URS proposes to excavate and dispose
off-site any soil, which has contamination above the LUFT RCL. The County of Santa Barbara Public
Protection Services Division approved URS’s work plan.on June 11, 2004, with conditions (see
mitigations below). With the proposed reduction at or below the Santa Barbara County Leaking
Underground Fuel Tank (LUFT) recommended clean-up levels (RCL), on-site soﬂs/groundwater would -
be reduced below harmful levels, and potential impacts would be mitigated to less than significant
levels. ’
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6.d.

Hazardous Materials Use and Disposal: Use and storage of hazardous materials by residents of the
project would be limited to.small amounts of common household, office, and gardening supplies, such as.
cleansers, paint, motor oil, and fertilizers. Storage and proper disposal of such materials would be
subject to applicable State, County, and City regulations for all households and-businesses. Potentlal
project health and safety impacts would be less than significant.

Fire Hazard

City of Santa Barbara Fire Department Fire Hazard Maps identify the property as not in a “High Fire -
Hazard” zone. The project site is currently fully developed with hospital and medical facilities and
therefore the brush volume on the site is relatively low; neighboring residential properties likewise are
largely developed and do not contain large expanses of native brush. Adherence to the Uniform Fire
Code (standard condition) with respect to building design would ensure that fire hazard impacts for the
proposed project would be less than significant.

Hazards - Mitigation
The proposed project could result in potentially significant hazardous materials/wastes impacts. Therefore the
following mitigation measures would be required:

H-1.

H-2.

H-4.

Building Demolition Hazardous Materials Management. The applicant shall conduct a
comprehensive survey of buildings to be demolished for hazardous materials, including sampling and
analytical testing of all suspect asbestos-containing materials. A plan shall identify measures for
materials handling to minimize exposure to workers, the public, or environment, and proper disposal
recommendations. A certified asbestos-removal contractor shall prepare a work plan for the removal of
asbestos-containing building materials, prior to demolition activities.

Soil Remediation. Adherence to URS Remediation Work plan for Diesel Contaminated Soil dated April
20, 2004 as conditioned by direction and requirements provided by the County Fire Department,
Protection Services Division, relating to remediation activities for the underground tanks shall occur
prior to new residential construction on the property. Additional Fire Department conditions include:

a. Following removal of the USTs and appurtenant facilities, verification soil samples shall be
collected, at a minimum, below the former UST locations (two samples/tank), below each dispenser,
and below all pipeline joints and at any location where stained soil or petroleum odors are observed.
The report containing the results of the remediation and verification work shall be submitted to the
County Fire Department, Protection Services Division within 60 days after the completion of site
work.

b. Following removal of contaminated soil, a workplan shall be submitted to the County Fire
Department, Protection Services Division for a minimum of one boring to be placed at the location
of the formerly contaminated area to document that groundwater is greater than 50 feet below the
contaminate soils. If water is encountered within 50 vertical feet of the former contamination, a
workplan shall. be submitted to County Fire with recommendations to determine the local
groundwater gradient and to verify the absence of UST related groundwater contamination at the
site. The workplan shall be submitted to County Fire no later than 30 days after completion of soil
removal activities.

c. UST removal permits shall be obtained from County Fire Department, Protection Services Division
prior to initiation of site work. Notify County Fire at least 72 hours prior to any beginning site work.

Hazardous Materials Safety. Measures to protect workers and neighbors, contain exposure, provide for
proper disposal, and remediate from any hazardous material contamination shall be implemented in
accordance with State regulations.
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Hazards - Residual Impact

Implementation of hazardous materials/waste mitigation measures would reduce potentially significant
hazardous wastes impacts of the proposed project to less than significant levels (Class 2).. -+

7. NOISE NO YES

Could the project result in: Level of Significance
a)  Increases in existing noise levels? Potentially Significant (Short-Tefm)
b) Exposure of people to severe noise levels? Potentially Significant (Short-Term)

Noise - Discussion

Issues: Noise issues are associated with siting of a new noise-sensitive land use in an area subject to high
ambient background noise levels, siting of a noise-generating land use next to existing noise-sensitive land uses,
and/or short-term construction-related noise.

The primary source of ambient noise in the City is vehicle traffic noise. The City Master Environmental
Assessment (MEA) Noise Contour Map identifies average ambient noise levels within the City.

Ambient noise levels are determined as averaged 24-hour weighted levels, using the Day-Night Noise Level
(Lgn) or Community Noise Equivelence Level (CNEL) measurement scales. The L4, averages the varying
sound levels occurring over the 24-hour day and gives a 10 decibel penalty to noises occurring between the
hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. to take into account the greater annoyance of intrusive noise levels during
nighttime hours. Since Lgj, is a 24-hour average noise level, an area could have sporadic loud noise levels above
60 dB(A) which average out over the 24-hour period. CNEL is similar to Ly, but includes a separate 5 dB(A)
penalty for noise occurring between the hours of 7:00 p.m. and 10:00 p.m. CNEL and L, values usually agree
with one another within 1 dB(A). The Equivalent Noise Level (Leg) is a single noise level, which, if held
constant during the measurement time period, would represent the same total energy as a fluctuating noise. L,
values are commonly expressed for periods of one hour, but longer or shorter time periods may be specified. In
general, a change in noise level of less than three decibels is not audible. A doubling of the distance from a
noise source will generally equate to a change in decibel level of six decibels.

Guidance for appropriate long-term background noise levels for various land uses are established in the City
General Plan Noise Element Land Use Compatibility Guidelines. Building codes also establish maximum
average ambient noise levels for the interiors of structures.

High construction noise levels occur with the use of heavy equipment such as scrapers, rollers, graders,
trenchers and large trucks for demolition, grading, and construction. Equipment noise levels can vary
substantially through a construction period, and depend on the type of equipment, number of pieces operating,
and equipment maintenance. Construction equipment generates noise levels of more than 80 or 90 dB(A) at a
distance of 50 feet, and the shorter impulsive noises from other construction equipment (such as pile drivers and
drills) can be even higher, up to and exceeding 100 dB(A). Noise during construction is generally intermittent
and sporadic, and after completion of the initial demolition, grading and site preparation activities, tends to be
quieter.

The Noise Ordinance (Chapter 9.16 of the Santa Barbara Municipal Code) governs shori-term or periodic noise,
such as construction noise, operation of motorized equipment or amplified sound, or other sources of nuisance
noise. The ordinance establishes limitations on hours of construction and motorized equipment operations, and
provides criteria for defining nuisance noise in general.

Impact Evaluation Guidelines: A significant noise impact may result from:

¢ Siting of a project such that persons would be subject to long-term ambient noise levels in excess of
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Noise Element land use compatibility guidelines as follows:

* Residential: Normally acceptable maximum exterior ambient noise level of 60 dB(A); maximum
interior noise level of 45 dB(A).

= Parks: Normally acceptable maximum acceptable exterior ambient noise level of 65 dB(A).

Substantial noise from grading and construction activity in close proximity to noise-sensitive receptors
for an extensive duration.

Noise — Existing Conditions and Project Impacts

7a.b.

Noise Levels and Exposure

Short-Term (Construction) Noise Impacts: Noise from grading and construction equipment, truck traffic
and vibration would affect surrounding noise-sensitive residential uses for more than a year period.
Veneklasen Associates prepared a Construction Noise and Vibration Study dated April 29, 2004, to
quantify the level of noise upon area residents as produced from demolition and construction activities.
Construction equipment operations for the project would occur with varying intensities and durations
during the different phases of construction, including demolition of the existing buildings, grading,
paving and construction of the new buildings. The Construction Phasing and Logistics Report (Rider
Hunt Levett & Bailey) indicates that demolition and construction would probably happen in
combination over an approximately 17-month period. The construction noise study found that area
residents would be exposed to average daytime construction noise levels of up to 87 dB(A) over the
course of the demolition and construction period. Standard mitigation of limited daily construction hours
would reduce impacts. The EIR would further evaluate temporary construction noise and mitigation
measures.

Long-Term Noise Impacts: The St. Francis Medical Center complex included noise sources such as
heating and ventilation equipment, generators, truck deliveries, and traffic associated with employees, -
patients, and visitors. Equipment for heating, ventilation, and cooling associated with the proposed new
residential uses would be less- extensive than the systems for the hospital facility. Noise effects from
these systems would therefore be less with the proposed new development. There would be no
requirement for emergency power in the residential development, and current on-site generators would
be eliminated. Truck deliveries for hospital supplies were routine, and those associated with a

" residential complex would be very infrequent. The project traffic study prepared by Associated

Transportation Engineers, identifies a decrease in project-generated traffic volumes with the conversion
from hospital/medical facility to residential uses. Thus, long-term noise associated with truck operations
would be reduced with the proposed residential project, a less than significant impact.

The City's Master Environmental Assessment noise contour maps identify the property location in an
area where average ambient noise levels from roadway noise are 60 dBA or less. The Noise Element
establishes 60 dB(A) as the acceptable exterior noise level for residential uses. No substantial noise
generation is anticipated to occur as a result of the proposed residential use, mechanical equipment and
vehicle traffic. Long-term noise effects associated with the project would be Jess than sigriificant.

Noise - Mitigation

The following measures have been identified at this time. Mitigation measurés may be refined or augmented in

N-1

N-2

- the EIR.

Construction Hours Limitations. Noise generating construction activity shall be prohibited Saturdays,
Sundays, and holidays and between the hours of 5 p.m. to 8 a.m. Holidays are defined as those days that
are observed by the City of Santa Barbara as official holidays by City employees.

Construction Notification to Neighbors. At least twenty (20) days prior to commencement of
construction, the contractor shall provide written notification to property owners and residents within
450 feet of the project area, to surrounding area homeowners associations, and posted at the access to
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construction site. The notice shall provide a construction schedule, required noise conditions applied to
the project, and the name and telephone number of the Project Manager who can address questions and
problems that may arise during construction.

Construction Equipment Mufflers and Shields. All construction equipment, includi'ng trucks, shall be .
professionally maintained and fitted with standard manufacturers’ muffler and silencing devices. Sound
control devices and techniques, such as noise shields and blankets, shall be employed as needed to
reduce the level of noise to surrounding residents.

Construction Staging Areas. Appropriate construction equipment staging areas shall be identified,
such that the short-term construction impacts to neighboring residences would be minimized.

Construction Noise and Vibration Mitigations. Measures as recommended in the Construction Noise
and Vibration Study prepared by Veneklasen Associates dated April 29, 2004 shall be implemented:

a. Construction Noise “Hotline” The contractors shall establish a “Construction Noise Hotline.” It
shall be answered per hours established by the City and recorded by an answering machine at other
times. The phone number shall be published and shall be made known to all residential occupants
directly adjacent to the construction site. A log shall be provided to document the incoming calls.
An attempt should be made to solve the noise or vibration problem that prompted the call on a
punctual basis.

b. Hours of Work. All work will be conducted in strict accordance with all applicable requirements of
the City of Santa Barbara, Specifically, demolition and new construction will be limited to 8 am to 5
pm, Monday through Friday. No exceptions will be allowed unless specifically apptoved by the
City of Santa Barbara.

c. Delivery and Storage of Materials and Equipment All deliveries of material and equipment will
occur on-site within the construction barricades and only during the hours specified by the City on
weekdays. The queuing of construction vehicles outside the site specified hours will be strictly
prohibited. Vehicles delivering materials and equipment to the site shall be operated in strict
conformance with regulations established by the United States Department of Transportation and all
State and Local requirements. The vehicles shall all utilize mufflers and other devices to minimize
noise levels. All materials and equipment will be stored on-site and within the cénfines of the

construction barricades.

d. Truck Routing. Truck traffic related to the construction will be limited to the routes specified by the
City of Santa Barbara and agreed upon during the contractor’s detailed noise mitigation plan. Truck
traffic through residential neighborhoods shall be as limited as possible.

e. No Worker Access to the Neighborhood All.workers will be required to park on-site (i.e. behind the
construction barricades or in designated off-site parking areas that are outside of the entire
residential area-surrounding the site. Workers will also be required to remain in designated on-site
areas during all breaks and workers will not be permitted to gather off-site during the course of
proposed demolition and construction.

f. Radios and Alarms No radios, music playback equipment, musical instruments or automobile or
truck alarms shall be permitted on the site.

g. Vehicle Noise Except as otherwise required by law, all vehicle horns shall remain silent except in
the case of emergency.

h. Limitations on Catering Trucks Catering trucks providing service to workers at the site will be
required to park within the site at all times. Catering trucks shall not be permitted to park on the
street nor to sound their homs near or within the site.

1. Loitering. Loitering of any kind will not be permitted at any gate, on the jobsite or any street,
whether before, during or after work hours, on weekdays or on weekends.
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j. Limited Site Access. Access to the site shall be limited to areas approved by the City of Santa

Barbara and agreed upon during the contractor’s detailed noise mitigation-plan. The gate shall
incorporate the same method of noise shielding as the construction fence and shall be kept closed

except for vehicle passage. -

k. Portable Equipment Where portable power generation or air compressors are required on the site,

locate these noise sources as far away from the property line as possible. Where required because of
proximity to residential areas, utilize a three or four sided enclosure which is lined with a sound
absorbing material. Locate portable equipment where the noise shielding provided by remaining
bulldmg structure will be beneficial. Another approach is to utilize very quiet power generation and
air compressors, similar to those utilized in the motion picture industry on location.

Noise - Residual Impact: Potentially significant temporary construction-related impacts and mitigations to be

further analyzed in the EIR. Long-term noise impacts of the project would be less than significant (Class #)

8. POPULATION AND HOUSING NO YES
Could the project: _ Level of Signiﬁcance
a) Induce substantial growth in an area either directly or Less than S'igniﬁcant

indirectly (e.g. through projects in an undeveloped area
or extension of major infrastructure)?

b)

Displace existing housing, especially affordable Less than Significant
housing?

Population and Housing - Discussion

Impact Evaluation Guidelines: Issues of potentially significant population and housing impacts may involve:

Growth inducement, such as provision of substantial population or employment growth or creation of
substantial housing demand; development in an undeveloped area, or extension/ expansion of major
infrastructure that could support additional fiture growth.

Loss of a substantial number of housing units, especially loss of more affordable housing.

Population and Housing — Existing Conditions and Project Impacts

8a.

8b.

Population Growth.

The project site is located in an existing developed urban area already served by urban infrastructure,
No extensions of infrastructure or urban services would be necessary to serve the project site. The
proposal represents the redevelopment and conversion of an existing fully-developed urban property.
from medical/hospital use to residential use. The majority of the future residents at the project site
would be employees of Cottage Health System. Such employees are largely already present in the
community for work purposes, and providing them housing would not induce growth. Availability and
use of existing employee housing would occur. Growth inducing impacts as a result of the project would
be less than significant. Further discussion of this issue would be provided in the EIR as a required
component of an EIR.

Housing

The proposed project involves the demolition of hospital space formerly operated by an order of
Franciscan Nuns, including a 9-bed dormitory element of an on-site convent. The proposal also includes
demolition of three existing residences, a Jless than significant impact. The proposal includes the
development of 115 new residential units on the property, to be designated to Cottage Health System
employees. Approximately 70% of the proposed units would be in the City’s affordable range, thereby
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increasing affordable housing inventory in the City . The project would increase the housing supply in
the City, and specifically address a portion of the housing demands of the Cottage -Health System. A
total of 6 residential units (three net new units) could be built on the proposed R-2 zoned lots

Population and Housing — Mitigation and Resideual Impact

No mitigation required. Project growth-inducing impacts and housing displacement would be less than
significant. The project would add 115 additional residential units to the housing stock. Further discussion of
growth-inducing impacts would be included as a required topic in the EIR.

9. PUBLIC SERVICES NO YES

Could the project have an effect upon, or result in'a need Level of S‘igng‘ﬁcance

| for new or altered services in any of the following areas: A

a) Fire protection? ' Less than Significant
b) Police protection? Less than Significant
c) Schools? . Less than Significant
d) Maintenance of public facilities, including roads? Less than Significant
e) Other govérnmental services? Less than Significant
f) Electrical power or natural gas? Less than Significant
g) Water treatment or distribution facilities? Less than Significant
h)  Sewer or septic tanks? Less than Significant
i) Water distribution/demand? Less than Significant
j) Solid waste disposal? Potentially Significant (Short—termj

Public Services - Discussion

Issues: This section evaluates project effects on fire and police protection services, schools, road maintenance
and other governmental services, utilities, including electric and natural gas, water and sewer service, and solid
waste disposal.

Impact Evaluation Guidelines: The following may be identified as significant public services and facilities
impacts:

"o Creation of a substantial need for increased police department, fire department, road maintenance, or
government services staff or equipment.

* Generation of substantial numbers of students exceeding public school capacity where schools have been
designated as overcrowded.

o Inadequate water, sewage disposal, or utility facilities.
o Substantial increase in solid waste disposal to area sanitary landfills.

Public Services — Existing. Conditions and Project Impacts

9a-b,d-g. Facilities and Services

The project site is located in an urban area where all public services are available. The project involves
demolition of existing hospital/medical office/convent buildings and construction of 115 residential
units (with development potential of 6 additional residences on the R-2 zoned lots). The project would
be serviced with connections to existing public services for water, gas, electricity and telephone
traversing the site. No substantial impacts on existing public services such as roads, governmental
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9¢.

9h

9.i

services, electric power, gas, and water treatment and distribution of facilities would occur as a result of
the project. Substitution of multiple family residences for the hospital and related uses would not be

" anticipated to create a substantially different demand on fire or police protection services. The nearest

fire station is Fire Station 3, which is located a few blocks from the project site at 415 E. Sola Street.
Project impacts would be less than significant.

Schools

Children living in this residential development would likely attend Roosevelt Elementary, Santa Barbara
Junior High, and Santa Barbara High School, all within the Santa Barbara Elementary and High School
Districts. These Districts have not been determined to be “overcrowded” as defined by Califomia State
Law, and additional students could be accommodated by the schools. Impact fees in accordance with
State law would be required for the project. Impacts to schools would be less than significant.

Sewer

According to the Public Works Water Resources Division, sewage generation for residential projects is
approximately 87% of water demand (the remaining 13% is used for landscaping, etc., and is not
captured by the sewage system). The project’s estimated net new water demand is 2.84 acre feet/yr, or
2,535 gallons/day (See 9.i below). The maximum capacity of the El Estero Treatment Plant is 11
million gallons per day and there is adequate capacity at the El Estero Treatment Plant for planned
future growth. The project will have a [ess than significant impact on the City's sewer system.

Water Demand

The City of Santa Barbara’s water supply comes from the following sources, with the actual share of
each determined by availability and level of customer demand: Cachuma Reservoir and Tecolote
Tunnel, Gibraltar Reservoir and Mission Tunnel, 300 Acre Feet per Year (AFY) of contractual transfer
from Montecito Water district, groundwater, State Water Project entitlement, desalination, and recycled
water. Conservation and efficiency improvements are projected to contribute to the supply by displacing
demand that would otherwise have to be supplied by additional sources. In 1994, based on the
comprehensive review of the City’s water supply in the Long Term Water Supply Alternatives Analysis
(LTWSAA), the City Council approved the Long Term Water Supply Program (LTWSP). The LTWSP
outlines a strategy to use the above sources to meet the projected demand of 17,900 AFY (including
1,500 AFY of demand projected to be met with conservation) plus a 10 percent safety margin for a total
of 19,700 AFY. Therefore, the target for the amount of water the system will actually have to supply,
including the safety margin, is 18,200 AFY. For the year 2001-2002, the demand as measured by the
system production was 14,291 Acre Feet (AF). Of the total systern production, 95% was potable water
and 5% was reclaimed water.

Using demand factors from the City of Santa Barbara’s Water Demand Factor and Conservation Study
(User’s Guide, Document No. 2), current interior water demands on the site are calculated to be
approximately 25.04 acre feet per year (AFY, 1 AF = 325,851 gallons). This includes the 149,468
square foot hospital, the 9 bed sister’s convent and the existing residences. Applying the adjusted water
demand factor for 115 condeminiums and 6 residences would be anticipated to demand 27.88 AFY of
water.. The interior water demand would therefore be expected to increase by approximately 2.84 AFY

-(9% increase). Landscaped area on the site would change from 61,826 square feet to 93,075 square feet;

the use of water efficient landscape irrigation systems would avoid significant water consumption
impacts for outdoor areas of the project site. The above-referenced incremental increase in indoor water
demand would not significantly affect the City’s water supply. Impacts to water treatment or
distribution facilities and water supply would be [ess than significant.

Solid Waste

Short-Term (Construction) Impacts: Demolition associated with the project would generate substantial
solid waste. Measures to reduce this impact through reuse and recycling would be further analyzed in
the EIR.
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Long Term Impacts: Most of the waste generated in the City is transported for disposal to Tajiguas
landfill or other.landfills located around the County. The County of Santa Barbara, which operates the
landfills, has developed significance thresholds for the impacts of development on remaining landfill
capacity. The County’s thresholds are based on the projected average solid waste generation for Santa
Barbara County from 1990-2005. The County assumes a 1.2% annual increase (approximately 4000
tons per year) in solid waste generation over the 15-year period.

The County’s threshold for a significant project-specific impact to the solid waste system is 196 tons per
year (this figure represents 5% of the expected average annual increase in solid waste generation [4000
tons/year]). Source reduction, recycling, and composting can reduce a project’s waste disposal by as

much as 50%. If a proposed project generates 196 or more tons per year after reduction and recyclmg B

measures, impacts would be considered significant and unavoidable.

Proposed projects with a project-specific impact as identified above (196 tons/year or more) would also
be considered cumulatively - significant, as the project-specific threshold of significance is based on a
cumulative growth scenario. However, as landfill space is already extremely limited, any increase in
solid waste of 1% or more of the expected average annual increase in solid waste generation [4000
tons/year], which equates to 40 tons per year, is considered an adverse cumulative impact.

Using methodology and factors found in the County’s Environmental Thresholds and Guidelines
Manual (1995), the annual waste stream of the existing hospital and proposed project are calculated
below.

Existing:

9 bed .convent (residential use): 9 residents x 0.95 TPY = 8.55 TPY

110 bed hospital: 110 beds x 1.90 tons per year per hospital bed = 209 TPY
3 residences x 0.95 TPY = 2.85 ‘

Total = 8.55 TPY + 209 TPY + 2.85=220.4 TPY

Proposed:
2.65 people/unit x 115 units (i.e. 115 condos + 6 residences) x 0.95 TPY/person = 304.62 TPY (152.31

TPY with source reduction)

According to the above calculations, project is would generate a net increase of approximately 84.22
TPY of solid waste. This amount of solid waste is considered a less than significant project-specific
impact and adverse contribution to cumulative impact. Mitigation measures for source reduction and
recycling are recommended for the proposed project that would further reduce the proposed project’s
solid waste generation.

Public Services - Mitigation

PS-1

Solid Waste Management Plan. A solid waste management plan identifying measures for reuse,
source reduction, and recycling shall be developed for construction and operation of the proposed
project, and submitted to the City’s Environmental Analyst and the County’s Solid Waste Division for
review and approval prior to building permit issuance.

Public Services - Residual Impact

The project would have less than significant impacts (Class 3) associated with public facilities and services.
Recommended solid waste recycling measures would minimize the project’s adverse contribution to cumulative .
solid waste effects. Because demolition associated with the project would generate substantial solid waste,
measures to reduce this impact through reuse and recycling would be further analyzed in the EIR.
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10. RECREATION NO -~ YES
Could the project: Level of Significance

a) Increase the demand for neighborhood or regional parks Less than si gnificant
or other recreational facilities?

b) Affect existing parks or other public recreational Less than significant

facilities?

Recreation - Discussion

Issues: Recreational issues are associated with increased demand for recreational facilities, or loss or impacts to
existing recreational facilities.

Impact Evaluation Guidelines: Recreation impacts may be significant if they result in:

e Substantial increase in demand for park and recreation facilities in an area under-served by existing
public park and recreation facilities.

. Substantlal loss or interference with existing park space or other public recreational facilities such as
hiking, cycling, or horse trails.

Recreation — Existing Conditions and Project Impacts

10.a. Recreational Demand

The development of new residences would create an increase in the demand for recreational
opportunities. The City of Santa Barbara has ample recreational resources including parks, beaches,
harbor, museums, zoo, theaters, etc. The City General Plan does not specify the ratio of parkland’
acreage to residential population. However, there are a number of community parks and open spaces in
the vicinity of the project site, including Franceschi Park, Orpet Park, Rocky Nook Park, Mission
Historical Park, Alice Keck Park, and Alameda Park with Kids® World. The Santa Barbara Botanic
Gardens are also close by, as are public recreation areas of the Los Padres National Forest. The City of
Santa Barbara MEA in fact identifies the Riviera Neighborhood as having the richest inventory of
recreational facilities in the City (19% of the nelghborhood is comprised of recreational facilities). Due
to the abundance of existing recreational facilities in the City, including parks and open spaces
proximate to the St. Francis site, the increase in recreational demands associated with the residences
would be a less than significant impact.

10.b. 'Recreatlona] Facilities

The St. Francis Hospital site currently includes a “walking garden” of approximately 12,000 square feet
(0.275 acres). This area has been enjoyed by hospital employees, patients, and visitors in the past;
however, it is not a formal public park resource. The proposed residential project includes a new on-site
park that would be available to project and neighborhood residents, which measures approximately
11,200 square feet and which would be located at the extreme southern end of the site. A half-court
basketball court would also be provided at the Fire Department hammerhead turnaround. In that no
formal public park resources would be lost with the project, and given that a new park available to the
public is incorporated into the project, development of the property as proposed would a less than
significant and marginally beneficial impact (Class 3) to public park resources.

Recreation — Mitigation and Residual Impact

Impacts to recreational facilities would be less than significant (Class 3), and no mitigation measures are
necessary.
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11. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION NO YES
Could the project result in: Level of Sig_t_:’__iﬁcanCe
a) Increased vehicle trips? Potentially Signiﬁéant (Short-term)
b) Hazards to safety from design features (e.g. sharp Less Than Significant
curves, inadequate sight distance or dangerous '
intersections)? » _
c) Inadequate emergency access or access to nearby uses? Less Than Significant
d) Insufficient parking capacity on-site or off-site? Less Than Significant
e) Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists? Less Than Significant

Transportation - Discussion

Issues: Transportation issues include traffic, access, circulation, safety, and f)arking. Vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian, and transit modes of transportation are all considered, as well as emergency vehicle access. The City
General Plan Circulation Element contains policies addressing circulation, traffic, and parking in the City.

Impact Evaluation Guidelines: A proposed project may have a significant impact on traffic/ circulation/
parking if it would:

Vehicle Traffic
e Cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and street system

capacity.(see traffic thresholds below).

¢ (Cause insufficiency in transit system.

¢ Conflict with the Congestion Management Plan (CMP) or Circulation Element or other adopted plan or
policy pertaining to vehicle or transit systems.

Circulation and Traffic Sa@

o (Create potential hazards due to addition of traffic to a roadway that has design features (e.g., narrow width,
roadside ditches, sharp curves, poor sight distance, inadequate pavement structure) or that supports uses that
would be incompatible with substantial increases in traffic.

¢ Diminish or reduce safe pedestrian and/or bicycle circulation.

¢ Result in inadequate emergency access on-site or to nearby uses.

Parking
¢ Result in insufficient parking capacity for the projected amount of automobiles and bicycles.

Traffic Thresholds of Significance: The City uses Levels of Service (LOS) “A” through “F” to describe
operating conditions at signalized intersections in terms of volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratios, with LOS A (0.50-
0.60 V/C) representing free flowing conditions. and LOS F (0.90+ V/C) describing conditions of substantial
delay. The City General Plan Circulation Element establishes the goal for City intersections to not exceed LOS
C (0.70-0.80 V/C). '

For purposes of environmental assessment, LOS C at 0.77 V/C is the threshold Level of Service against which
impacts are measured. An intersection is considered “impacted” if the volume to capacity ratio is .77 V/C or
greater.

Project-Specific Significant Impact: A project-specific significant impact results when:

(a) Project peak-hour traffic would cause a signalized intersection to exceed 0.77 V/C, or
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(b) The V/C of an intersection already exceeding 0.77 V/C would be increased by 0.01 (1%) or more asa result
of project peak-hour traffic. - '

For non-signalized intersections, delay-time methodology is utilized in evaluating impacts.

Significant Cumulative Contribution: A project would result in a significant contribution to cumulative traffic

impacts when:

(a) Project peak-hour traffic together with other cumulative traffic from existing and reasonably
foreseeable pending projects would cause an intersection to exceed 0.77 V/C, or

(b) Project would contribute traffic to an intersection already exceeding 0.77 V/C.

T'ransportation — Existing Conditions and Project Impacts

11.a.

11.b

Traffic

Long-Term (Operational) Impacts: Associated Transportation Engineers (ATE, February 27, 2004))
prepared an initial traffic, circulation, and parking study for the project. ATE calculated trip generation
associated with on-site hospital operations and trip generation for the proposed 115 unit residential
condominium project. The study identifies a reduction in the number of traffic trips from the project,
compared to the St. Francis Medical Center operations. A trip generation rate of 1,023 average daily
trips (ADT) was identified for hospital operations; and the proposed residential project would generate
674 ADTs. Consequently there would be a reduction of 349 ADTs with the proposed development
(nearly 35% reduction). Since the number of trips would be reduced, project-specific traffic impacts of
the project, and the project contribution to cumulative traffic impacts, are identified as less than
significant. In addition, shuttle busses/vanpools have been proposed to transport employees back and
forth between this site and Cottage Health System work sites, which could further reduce the number of
traffic trips from the project site. While the initial study of traffic impacts indicates that project traffic
impacts may be less than significant, the analysis needs to be augmented with further discussion of
traffic conditions, analytic assumptions, and project and cumulative traffic impacts to clearly
demonstrate the impact conclusion. The EIR would provide further discussion of traffic impacts and
mitigations.

A neighborhood traffic management plan was developed by the City with resident$ of the area to
improve local vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian traffic and circulation safety through implementing traffic
calming measures. Measures such as modified intersections, mini traffic circles, and curb extensions
were identified as measures to be installed to reduce vehicle speeds in residential areas. The plan was
developed while the hospital was in operation and before the project application. The EIR discussion
will include a review of the plan with consideration of the change of use to residential to determine
whether plan refinements are warranted.

Short-Term (Construction) Impacts: The project would generate construction-related traffic that would
occur over the 67 week construction period and would vary depending on the stage of construction.
Generally, temporary construction traffic is considered an adverse but not significant impact. Standard
mitigation measures would be applied as appropriate, including restrictions on the hours permitted for
construction trips and approval of routes for construction traffic. In this case, given the size of the
structures to be demolished and duration of the construction process, short-term construction-related
traffic may create a potentially significant impact, and will be further evaluated in the EIR.

Access/Circulation

Access drives meeting minimum width standards of the Fire Department are proposed to connect the
internal circulation system of the project to the existing Public Alley across from Salsipuedes Street,
with the terminus of Arrellaga Street, and to California Street. Adequate line of sight distance from
these ingress/egress points has been provided. The proposal also includes the closure of some of the
existing vehicular access points at or near the Micheltorena/California Street intersection, which would
improve sight distances and reduce awkwardness of the present ingress/egress points in this portion of
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11.c

11.d.

the site. Entrances to parking structures have been set back the required 15 feet to provide line of sight
for vehicle movements in and out of the structures. Traffic safety impacts of the project would be ess
than significant.

Emergency Access

The Fire Department has reviewed the site plan for the proposed Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital
Foundation Workforce Housing Project and indicates that emergency vehicle maneuvering areas are
adequate and access/distance from fire-fighting equipment to the proposed residential structures meets
standards. Emergency access impacts of the project would be less than significant. '

Parking

The project description includes 266 parking spaces for the project. Eleven (11) spaces would be
assigned to the Villa Riviera, consistent with the Conditional Use Permit for this facility. Two hundred
fifty-five (255) parking spaces would be provided for the proposed new residences. According to the
ATE traffic and parking study, the proposed 255 spaces would exactly meet the zoning requirements for
the project. In addition, ATE found the parking demand for the project would be 184 spaces;
consequently from a demand perspective, 82 surplus parking spaces would be provided . Parking
impacts of the project would be less_than significant. Temporary construction-related parking impacts
would be evaluated in the EIR and mitigation refined.

11.e. Circulation Safety

The proposed project would not create any hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists. The internal
circulation system would be connected by pedestrian pathways, separate from vehicular driveways. The
potential for hazards from the proposed project on pedestrians and cyclists would be Jess than
significant. Temporary circulation safety and mitigation during project construction would be further
evaluated as part of the EIR, and mitigation refined.

Transportation - Mitigation

The following measures have been identified at this time. Additional mitigation measures may be determined
in the EIR.

T-1

T-2

Construction Traffic Routes. The route of construction-related traffic shall be established to minimize
trips through surrounding residential neighborhoods. '

Construction Parking and Materials/Equipment Storage. Construction parking shall be provided as
follows:

1. During construction, free parking spaces for construction workers shall be provided on-site or off-
site in a location subject to the approval of the Transportation and Parking Manager.

2. On-site or off-site storage shall be provided for construction materials and equipment. Storage of
construction materials within the public right-of-way is prohibited.

Transportation - Residual Impact

Potentially significant short term traffic, circulation, and parking impacts and long-term traffic impacts and
mitigation to be further analyzed in the EIR.

Further information and discussion of traffic impacts in the EIR would include the following:

o Discussion of traffic levels of service for both surrounding non-signalized neighborhood streets and

impacted intersections at freeway ramps prior to hospital closure, currently, and with the project.

Cumulative effects of the project together with the pending Cottage Hospital Modernization Project, and
other pending projects, and refinement of shuttle measures and other feasible alternative transportation
and transportation demand management measures.
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o Review of the neighborhood transportation management plan in con31derat10n of the project to 1dent1fy
any need for refinement. -

o Temporary traffic, circulation/safety, and parking impacts and mitigation measures dunng the

construction period.
12. WATER ENVIRONMENT NO | YES

Could the project result in: . Level of Significance
a) Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the Less than Significant

rate and amount of surface runoff?

b) Exposure of people or property to water related hazards v
such as flooding? ' :

c) Discharge into surface waters? Potentiélly Signiﬁcant (Short-Term)

d) Change in the quantity, quality, direction or rate of flow |. ~ Potentially Significant (Short-Term)
" of ground waters?. :

e) Increased storm water drainage? Less than Sigrificant

Water — Discussion

Issues: Water resources issues include changes in offsite drainage and infiltration/groundwater recharge storm
water runoff and flooding; and water quality. '

Impact Evaluation Guidelines: A significant impact would result from:
Water Resources and Drainage

e Substantially changing the amount of surface water in any water body or the quantity of groundWater
recharge.

e Substantially changing the drainage pattern or creating a substantially increased amount or rafé of
surface water runoff that would exceed the capacity of existing or planned drainage and storm water
systems.

Flooding

o Locating development within 100-year flood hazard areas; subétantially altering the course or flow of
flood waters or otherwise exposing people or property to substantial flood hazard

Water Quality

e Substantial discharge of sediment or pollutants into surface water or groundwater, or otherwise
degrading water quality, including temperature, dissolved oxygen, or turbidity.

Water Resources ~ Existing Conditions and Project Impacts
12a.,e Drainage and Storm Drainage

Penfield and Smith (P&S) prepared a preliminary drainage study in January 2004. The St. Francis
Medical Center site is served by an 18-inch storm drain in California Street and a 42-36 inch storm drain
in Micheltorena Street, between Salsipuedes Street and California Street. Not all areas of the project site
currently have formal storm water collection systems; however, the site gradient is generally toward the
south and most surface drainage flows toward Micheltorena Street. Currently, approximately 196,920
square feet of the site is covered with buildings or pavement (75% impervious surfaces). The proposed
project would result in 165,671 square feet of impervious surfaces (64%). Thus, the proposed project
would reduce the amount of impervious surfaces on the site, thereby decreasing surface run-off volumes.
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12.b.

12c¢.

12.d.

.Post Development site runoff was calculated to be 16.1 cubic feet per second (cfs) for a 25 year event

and 21.7 cfs for the 100 year event. This would result in a reduction of the peak 25-year discharge rate
from the property by 0.7 cfs and decrease the peak 100-year discharge rate from the property by 1.0 cfs.
P&S also determined the proposed on-site storm drain system would be adequate to-accommodate the
25-year storm event (standard design approach) and would significantly reduce the volume of water
introduced to the surrounding surface street systems. Therefore, the proposed development would result
in slightly decreased storm runoff, a less than significant drainage impact. All drainage improvements
would be subject to design in accordance with hydrology calculations, City Ordinance provisions, and
review by the City Building and/or Public Works Engineering Divisions.

Flooding

According to the FEMA National Flood Insurance Program Flood, Insurance Rate Map for the City of
Santa Barbara, the St. Francis Medical Center site is not located within the 100-year floodplain or an
area otherwise subject to flooding. Flooding impacts are considered less than significant.

Drainage into Surface Waters and Water Quality

Long-Term (Operational) Impacts The project would not result in additional discharge into surface
waters. Run off would be directed to enter the existing California and Micheltorena Street storm drains.
Impacts from discharge into surface waters would be less than significant. Measures to improve water
quality are proposed below. In accordance with -standard City requirements, an operation and
maintenance plan for the use of storm drain surface pollutant interceptors would be required. An
additional measure would requiring stenciling of storm drain warning of the direct connection to the
creek and ocean.

Short-Term (Construction) Impacts. Preliminary estimates of earthwork for the development indicate
approximately 20,300 cubic yards of cut and 16,100 cubic yards of fill. This earthwork creates the
potential for erosion and sedimentation affecting water quality, a potentially significant impact Best
management erosion control measures would reduce this impact. The EIR would further evaluate
effective mitigation measures.

Groundwater

The project would not result in substantial changes in the quantity, quality, direction or rate of flow of
ground waters, there are no direct groundwater extractions proposed and the perched (shallow) water
common in the Riviera area is not considered a groundwater source. Increased landscaped areas would
increase the amount of on-site infiltration. Plans would be engineered to avoid interference with
groundwater zones. Project impacts on groundwater resources would be less than significant.

Water Resources - Mitisation

The following measures have been identified at this time. Additional mitigation measures may be determined
in the EIR.

W-1

Erosion Control Plan. An Erosion Control Plan shall be developed for construction activities to
maintain all sediment on site and out of the drainage system. The plan shall include Best Management
Practices approved by the City and Regional Water Quality Control Board, and. shall include, at a
minimum, the following:

1. Minimize the area of bare soil exposed at one time (phased grading).

2. Install silt fence, sand bag, hay bale or silt devices where necessary around the project site to prevent
offsite transport of sediment.

3. Bare soils shall be protected from erosion by applying heavy seeding, within five days of clearing or
inactivity in construction.

4. Construction entrances should be stabilized immediately after grading and frequently maintained to
prevent erosion and control dust.
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5. Establish fuel and vehicle maintenance staging areas located away from all drainage courses, and
design these areas to control runoff. -

6. Maintain and wash equipment and machinery in confined areas specifically designed to control
runoff. Thinners or solvents should not be discharged into sanitary or storm sewer systems.
Washout from concrete trucks should be disposed of at a location not subject to runoff and more
than 50 feet away from a storm drain, open ditch or surface water.

W-2 Storm Drain Markings. Stenciled information shall be printed on all curb storm drains warning of the
direct connection to the creek and ocean.

W-3  Site Runoff. All project runoff waters from areas such as the access roads, roofs, driveways shall be
captured on-site and conducted, via the proposed drainage system, to prevent increased site runoff.

Residual Impact: Long-term drainage and water quality impacts would be less than sig;;zit' icant (Class 3).
Potentially significant short term impacts to water quality would further analyzed in the EIR.

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. _ ‘ YES | NO-

| a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, v
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildfire
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory?

b) Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term, to the dlsadvantage of v
long-term, environmental goals?

c) Does the project have potential impacts that are individually limited, but { v
cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable” means that the
incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in connection with the
effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of
probable future projects)?

d) Does the project have potential environmental effects that will cause substantial v’
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

INITIAL STUDY CONCLUSION

On the basis of this initial evaluation it has been determined that the proposed project MAY have a significant
effect on the environment, and further study i )4an ENVH}ONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

Case Planner/Initial Study Preparer: ,, (27 / g /; - , iz’ Jessica W. Grant, Associate Planner

Environmental Analyst W MV%—V Barbara Shelton, Environmental Analyst

Date:___7/33/2Y

Attachments

1. Vicinity Map

2. Site Plans

3. Applicant Letter

4, Notice of Preparation/Eir Scope of Analysis

NOTE: Technical reports used to prepare this study are available for public review at the Clty of Santa
Barbara Planning Division office, located at 630 Garden Street.
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LIST OF SOURCES USED IN THE PREPARATION OF THIS INITIAL STUDY -

The following sources used in the preparation of this initial study are located in the City of Safita Barbara
Community Development Department, Planning Division, 630 Garden Street, Santa Barbara. Sources are
available for review upon request.

Associated Transportation Engineers (ATE), Traffic, Circulation and Parking Study for the St. Francis
Hospital Re-Use Plan, City of Santa Barbara (May 6, 2004 and addendum July 16, 2004)

Bookspan, Dr. Shelley, Historic Assessment of St. Francis Medical Center (April 2004)

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) & CEQA Guidelines

California Natural Diversity Database

City of Santa Barbara, General Plan and Elements

City of Santa Barbara, Noise Element

City of Santa Barbara, Master Environmental Assessment (MEA)

City of Santa Barbara, Water Demand Factbr and Conservation Study User’s Guide, August 1989°
County of Santa Barbara, Environmental Thresholds and Guidelines Manual, January 1995

Dudek & Associates, Draft Solid Waste Management Plan, Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation
Workforce Housing Project, April 2004

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA,) Flood Insurance Rate Maps

Rider Hunt Levett and Bailey, Construction Phasing and Logistics Report, St. Francis Work Force Houszng
Project, Santa Barbara, CA

Penfield and Smith (P&S), Preliminary Drainage Study St. Francis Hospital Site Proposed Redevelopment for
Work Force Housing, January 2004

URS, Engineering Geology Report for the St Francis Medical Center Property Santa Barbara Calzfornza
(February 2004)

URS, Phase I Site Assessment for the St. Francis Medical Center Property Santa Barbara California
(December 2002)

URS, Phase 11 Environmental Assessment Due Diligence, St. Francis Medical Center Property (January 2003).
URS, Remediation Workplan for Diesel-Contaminated Soil, St. Francis Medical Center (April 2004).

Veneklasen Associates, Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital St. F. rancis Workforce Housing Pro;ect Construction
Noise and Vibration Study (April 29, 2004)

Wilcoxon, Larry, Phase 1 Archaeological Resources Repoi't, 1992

FAUSERS\PLAN\Environ. Review\Initial Studies\601-E. Micheltorena St - Initial Study 7-8-04.doc
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City of Santa Barbara

Planning Division

NOTICE OF EIR PREPARATION/ NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING HEARING

. Date: June 18, 2004

To:  State Clearinghouse From: Planning Division
City Clerk City of Santa Barbara
Clerk of the Board P.O. Box 1990
Neighbors and Interested Parties. Santa Barbara, CA 93102-1990
(805) 564-5470 .
Project Title: Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project

Project Location:  The project site is located at 601 E. Micheltorena and is approximately 7.39 acres in size,
bounded by Grand Avenue on the north, Micheltorena Street on the south, Cahforma
Street on.the east and Arrellaga Street on the west. :

Project No.: MST2003-00827

APNs: 027-270-016, 027-270-017, 027-270-018, 027-270-019 and 027-270-030
: General Plan: Major Public and Instititional, Medical Center

Zone: C-O/R-2, Medical Office and Two Family Residence Zones

The City of Santa Barbara will be the Lead Agency and will prepare an environmental impact report (EIR) to
evaluate impacts of the proposed Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project.
The EIR is intended to provide decision-makers and the public with information that enables them to consider
the environmental consequences of the proposed project. The EIR would identify potentially significant effects,
and ‘any feasible means of avoiding or reducing the effects through project redesign, the: imposition of
mitigation measures, or implementation of altematives to the project.

EIR Scepe of Anmalysis: The proposed EIR scope of analysis would include evaluation of project
environmental effects associated with temporary construction-related effects (construction dust and vehicle
emissions, noise, traffic, parking, grading/water quality and solid waste effects) and long term
traffic/parking/circulation impacts. :

Project Description: The proposed Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project
would remove the existing St. Francis Hospital complex, including the main hospital, convent, central plant, and
other ancillary structures, totaling approximately 189,000 square feet, and replace them with 115 residential

-condominiums that would cover 5.94 acres of the 7.39 acre site. The proposed mix of residential umit types is
as follows: 10 one-bedroom units (approximately 704 square feet each), 65 two-bedroom units (approximately
1,154 ~ 1,240 square feet each), and 40 three bedroom units (approximately 1,306 — 1,480 square feet each). 81
of the units (70%) would be sold to Cottage Hospital employees at prices within the City’s structure for
affordable umnits and 34 units (30%) would be sold at market rates. Within the remaining 1.4 5 acres, the existing
elderly care facility, Villa Riviera, would remain, but the parcel containing it would be adjusted to a size of
approximately 31.500 square feet. The remaining lands zoned R-2, Two Family Residential, would be re-
configured into three (3) lots of approximately 10.500 square feet each and the two existing residences on these
R-2 parcels would be demolished in the process. Although these R-2 lots have the potential for two resuience':
on each lot, for a total of six remdences no development 1s proposed at this time.
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Notice of EIR Preparation/ Notice of Environmental Scoping Hearing
Santa Barbara Cotiage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project
June 18, 2004

Page 2 of 7

Parking for the proposed Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project would be
provided in accordance with Zoning Ordinance parking requirements. A total of 11 spaces would continue to
be provided for the Villa Riviera facility and 255 parking spaces would be provided for the 115 proposed
condominium units. Vehicular access to the three reconfigured R-2 parcels would be provided directly from
"Grand Avenue. Primary vehicular access to the Villa Riviera and to guest parking for this facility would
continue to be provided from an existing private driveway connecting to the terminus of Arrellaga Street;
existing secondary access to the facility from Grand Avenue would also be maintained. Internal vehicular
circulation for the new residential development would be provided by a system of private drives and - public
roads connecting to Micheltorena, California and Arrellaga Streets. Direct vehicular access to some of the
parking structures on the site would also be provided from Micheltorena and California Streets. :

Existing grading and infrastructure, such as the existing parking structures and retaining ‘walls, would be used to
the maximum extent feasible. Preliminary. estimates of earthwork for the development indicate approximately
20,300 cubic yards of cut and 16,100 cubic yards of fill. Factoring in re-compaction of soils, volume attributed
to underground utilities, and refinements to the grading plan, the civil engineer anticipates that earthwork
operations would be balanced on-site. .

The applications required to carry out this project are a Tentative Subdivision Map, Final Map and Lot Merger,
Rezone to adjust the C-O/R-2 zone line to follow the proposed property lines, Lot Area Modlﬁcauon
Separation between Buildings Modifications and Building Setback Modifications.

‘Document Availability: Interested partiés may réview or obtain a copy of the EIR Scoping Summary, which
outlines the proposed EIR scope of amalysis, at the City Planning Division located at 630. Garden- Street, or
online. at www.ci.santa-barbara.ca.us, under Web Features. An Initial Study document further evaluating
project 1mpacts will be available for review on July 23, 2004. y

Public Comment Period: Comments on the proposed EIR scope of analysis are invited from public agencies,
community interest groups, and individual members of the public. We request the views of public agencies as to
the scope and content of environmental information germane to agency statutory responsibilities for the project.”
Some agencies may need to use the EIR prepared by our agency when considening approvals for the project.
Please provide the name of an agency contact persons, if applicable. Written comments on the EIR scope of
analysis should be sent at the earliest possible date, but received not later than Friday, July 30, 2004 (4:30
p-m.). Please send your written comments to the attention of Jessica Grant, Associate Plamner, City of Santa
Barbara Planning Division, Post Office Box 1990, Santa Barbara, CA 93102-1990.

Public Hearing: An environmental scoping hearing to receive public comrents on the proposed EIR scope of
analysis will be held before the Planning Commission on Thursday, July 29, 2004. The Commission meeting
begins at 1:00 p.m. in City Council Chambers, Santa Barbara City Hall, De La Guerra Plaza, 735 Anacapa
Street, and this meeting will have several items, including this hearing. An agenda with the order of items to be
heard and staff report with an Initial Study for this hearing will be available on Friday, July 23, 2004, from the
Planning Division or online at www.ci.santa-barbara.ca.us. Under Quick Selections, scroll to the heading City
Hall and click on Planning Commission. Please note that online staff reports do not include some exhibits. In
accordance with American Disabilities Act requirements, if you need assistance to attend the hearing, please
contact the Planning Commission Secretary Susan Gantz at 564-5470 several days in advance of the meeting to
make arrangements.

4” i
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Barbara R. Shelton, Environmental Analyst
Telephone:  564-3470
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601 EAST MICHELTORENA STREET
Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project

EIR SCOPING SUMMARY

A. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS TO BE FURTHER EVALUATED IN AN ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT

1. Long-Term Traffic, Circulation, and Parking Impacts

An initial traffic analysis (Associated Transportation Engineers, ATE) evaluated traffic generated from
the proposed 115 .residential condominium umits compared to baseline traffic levels associated with
operations at the St. Francis Hospital, and found that less traffic would result with the project. The
current development on the property has a vehicle trip generation rate of 1,023 average daily trips
(ADT); and the proposed residential project would generate 674 ADTs. With reduction of both daily
trips and peak-hour trips, no significant long-term traffic impacts of the project were-identified by the
study. Shuttle busses/vanpools are proposed to transport employees back and forth between this site and
Cottage Health System work sites by the hospital at 320 West Pueblo Street, which would further reduce

the number of traffic trips from the project site. -

Adequate emergency access exists at the site and impacts of the project would be less than significant.
No circulation hazards for vehicles, pedestrians, or bicyclists have been identified.

A mneighborhood transportation management plan was recently developed by City Public Works
Transportation Division with the neighbors. This occurred prior to submittal of the project. application,
and should be looked at and potentially refined in consideration of the project.

The project proposes 266 parking spaces for the project, consistent with zoning requirements for
parking. The ATE study identified parking demand for the project as 184 spaces; consequently 82
surplus parking spaces would be provided, and parking impacts of the project would be less than
significant.

The EIR will further.evaluate potential traffic impacts associated with peak-hour. traffic impacts at
intersections; vehicle, pedestrian, bicycle circulation, and transit considerations; and effects on parking.
Measures that could feasibly reduce any sigpificant traffic, circulation, and parking impacts will be
identified.

2. Temporary Construction-Related Impacts

Project construction would involve an extensive phased demolition, grading, and construction process
over an estimated 67 week period. Further identification of the proposed construction process, including
phasing, staging areas, construction equipment, number of workers, and parking areas would be

provided 1n the EIR.

Air Quality: Project construction would result in localized dust effects affecting surrounding residents
and increases in particulate matter (PMjo) emissions. Construction equipment would also emit smog
precursors (nitrogen oxides and reaciive organic compounds). Application of standard dust conirol
mitigation measures such as tarping of trucks and watering of graded areas would reduce impacts.
Standard measures to require equipment maintenance in tune would reduce emissions. Air quality
1mpacts and mitigation would be further evaluated m an EIR.
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Noise: Noise from grading and construction equipment, truck traffic and vibraition would affect
surrounding noise-sensitive residential uses for more than a year period. Standard mitigation of limited
daily construction hours would reduce impacts. The EIR would further evaluate temporary copstruction
noise and mitigation measures.

Traffic/Circulation/Parking: Construction processes would involve temporary construction traffic,
circulation changes, and parking effects. Standard mitigation would provide for establishment of truck
routes and construction worker parking areas, and avoidance of peak-hour commute traffic periods by -
construction vehicles. The EIR would further evaluate potentially significant temporary effects and
mitigation. A

Solid Waste: Demolition associated with the project would generate substantial solid waste. Measures
to reduce this impact through reuse and recycling would be further analyzed in the EIR.

Water Quality: Extensive project earthwork creates the potential for erosion and sedimentation
affecting water quality. Best management erosion control measures would reduce ﬂllS impact The EIR

would further evaluate effective mitigation measures.

Growth-Inducmg Impacts.

The project site is located in an existing developed urban area already served by urban, infrastructure.
No extensions of infrastructure or urban services would be necessary to serve the project site. The
proposal represents the redevelopment and conversion of an existing fully-developed urban property
from medical/hospital use to residential use. The majority of the future residents at the project site
would be employees of Cottage Health System. Such employees are already present in the community -
for work purposes, and providing them housing would not induce growth. No substantial growth
inducing impacts are expected fo occur as a result of the project. Further discussion of this issue would

be provided in the EIR as a required component of an EIR.

B. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS FOUND TO BE MITIGABLE TO LESS THAN

SIGNIFICANT LEVELS WITH IDENTIFIED MITIGATION MEASURES, AND REQUIRING NO

FURTHER ANALYSIS IN THE EIR.

e

Visual Aesthetics

Aesthetic quality, whether a project is visually pleasing or unpleasing, may be perceived and valued
differently from one person to the next and is affected by the context of the environment in which the
project is proposed. The significance of aesthetic impacts is assessed based on a consideration of the
proposed physical change and project design within the context of the surrounding visual setting. Under
CEQA, the evaluation of a project's potential visual impacts is limited to views of the project from public
(as opposed to private) viewpoints. Photo-analysis of the project demonstrates that the proposed
development would not result in significant view blockage impacts. The subject site would require
review and approval by the Architectural Board of Review (ABR). Special findings relating to
neighborhood and site compatibility and visual effects are required by the ABR in order to approve any
construction. With this review by ABR. no significant impacts associated with negative aesthetic effects

would occur.

Air Quality

Long-term project air pollutam emissions primarily stem from motor vehicles.associated with a project
and/or from stationary sources that mav require permits from the Santz Barbara Countv Air Pollution
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Control District (SBCAPCD). The proposed project would not contain any stationary sources that
require permits from APCD: The proposed project would result in approximately 674 new average daily
trips (ADTs), which is less that the long-term traffic baseline from St. Francis Medical Center operations.
Based on SBCAPCD Guidelines, long-term air quality impacts would be less than significant. Because
the proposed project will generate less than 800 peak hour trips, CO impacts would be less than

significant.

Biological Resources

- Biological resources issues involve the potential for.a project to substantially affect biologically-

important natural vegetation and wildlife, particularly species that are protected as rare, threatened, or
endangered by federal or state wildlife agencies and their habitat, and native specimen trees. Interms of
biological resources, the City of Santa Barbara MEA indicates “this portion of the City is almost entirely
urbanized. .The St. Francis Medical -Center site is developed with structures, -paved parking and
driveways, pathways and landscaping. The tree inventory prepared by the landscape architect indicates
there are a total of 193 individual trees on the property; of these 41 trees are to be preserved, 77 trees are
to be relocated (transplanted), and 44 trees are to be removed. A substantial amount of l'andscaping and
trees would be provided on the site with the new project. There are no unique, threatened or rare plant or
animal species known to occur on the property. The proposed project would not cause significant
1mpacts to biological species or their habitats. Standard tree protec’uon measures would be applied to.
protect trees during construction.

Cultural Resources

Archaeological resources are subsurface deposits dating from Prehistoric or Historical time periods.
Native American culture appeared along the channel coast over 10,000 years ago, and numerous villages
‘of the Barbareno Chumash flourished in coastal plains now encompassed by the City. Spanish explorers
and eventual settlements in Santa Barbara occurred in the 1500°s through 1700°s. In the mid-1800s, the
City began transition from Mexican village to American city, and in the late 1800°s through early 1900°s
experienced intensive urbanization. The Phase 1 study found the project site to potentially contain
important subsurface archaeological resources. During project grading and site preparation activities,
-unknown buried cultural deposits could be uncovered and disturbed or lost, a potentially significant and
mitigable impact to important archaeological resources. Standard City discovery and mitigation measures
would be applied to ensure that no significant impacts to important resources would result. The Historic
Landmarks Commission approved the Phase 1 Archaeological study.

Historic resources are above-ground structures and sites from historical time periods with historic,
architectural, or other cultural importance. The City’s built environment has a rich cultural heritage with
a variety of architectural styles, including the Spanish Colonial Revival style emphasized in the

. rebuilding of Santa Barbara’s downtown following a destructive 1925 earthquake. A Historic Structures

Report of the project site was performed and concluded the demolition of the hospital complex and two
residences wotld not result in a significant historic impact. Documentation of the structures would occur
prior to demolition. The Historic Landmarks Commission accepted the Historic Structures Report.

Geophysical Conditions

Geophysical impacts involve geologic and soil conditions and their potential to create physical hazards
affecting persons or property; or substantial changes to the physical condition of the site. Included are
earthquake-related conditions such as fault rupture, groundshaking, liquefaction (a condition in which
saturated soil looses shear strength during earthquake shaking); or seismic sea waves: unstable soil or
slope conditions. such as landslides. subsidence. expansive or compressible/collapsible soils: or erosion:
and extensive grading o7 topographic changes.
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Proper earthwork techniques and construction methods were identified for the proposed project’s
foundation investigations to avoid significant impacts to each of the mvolved structures, based upon the
proposed design of those structures. Differential settlement; cracked foundations from expansive soils, or
moisture from perched groundwater conditions could significantly impact the proposed Santa Barbara
Cottage Hospital .Foundation Workforce Housing Project structures if adequate precautions are not
employed. Therefore, a site-specific foundation investigation ‘would be performed for the siting of
proposed structures on-the site, to identify appropriate earthwork preparation.and building design to avoid
adverse impacts from soils and high groundwater. Adhering to recommendations from the foundation
investigation-would result in mitigation of potential impacts to less than significant levels.

Hazards

Hazardous materials issues involve the potential for public health or safety impacts from exposure of
persons or the environment to hazardous materials or risk of accidents involving combustible or toxic
substances. There are three (3) underground storage tanks (USTs) on the St. Francis Hospital site, and an
additional two (2) USTs that were removed. All of the underground storage tanks have been used to
store diesel fuel for emergency generators located on the hospital site. A work plan was completed for
tank removal and remediation activities. The County of Santa Barbara Public Protection Services
Division approved the work plan and has directed the applicant to perform additional assessment at the
time of tank removal, when access would be available. Verification soil sampling would occur during
tank removal and soil excavation activities. Therefore contaminant levels in on-site -soils would be
reduced below harmful levels, thereby avoiding impacts to future residents of the project site.

Noise

Noise issues are associated with siting of a new noise-sensitive land uses in an area subject to high
ambient background noise levels, or siting of a noise-generating land use next to existing noise-sensitive
land uses.

The City's Master Environmental Assessment maps indicate the property is located-in an area where
noise levels are 60 dBA or less from ambient roadway noise. The Noise Element establishes 60 dB(A) as
the acceptable exterior noise level for residential uses. No substantial noise generation is anticipated to
occur as a result of the proposed residential use, mechanical equipment and vehicle traffic. Long-term
noise effects associated with the project would be less than significant.

Public Services

Public services deals with project effects on fire and police protection services, schools, road
maintenance and other governmiental services, utilities, including electric and natural gas, water and
sewer service, and solid waste disposal. -The site is currently occupied by moderately dense urban
development that already utilizes existing public services. Thus, the project would not have substantial
impacts on existing services such as fire and police ‘protection, maintenance of public facilities,
governmental services, or electrical power and gas services. No schools in the area are designated
overcrowded in accordance with State criteria. School impact fees would be required for the project in
accordance with State law. Impacts from the proposed project on school reseurces would be less than
significant. City water and sewer systems are adequate to serve the project, and no significant impacts to
water and sewer treatment or distribution facilities and water supply would result.

Recreation

Recreational issues are associated with increased demand for recreational facilities. or loss or impacis to
existing recreational Tacilities. There are no op-site trails. parks. or other recreational facilities. Due 10
the close proximity of existing recreationa! facilities 1o the projeci sie. including parks and open spaces,

l.
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the increase in recreational demands associated with the residences would not result in significant
impacts. The proposed-project also includes a new 11,200 square foot on-site park,- which would be

available to project and neighborhood residents.

Water Environment

Water resources issues include changes in offsite drainage and infiltration/groundwater recharge; storm
water runoff and flooding; and water quality. The proposed. development would result in slightly
decreased storm runoff, producing a marginally beneficial surface drainage impact. Project review prior
to building permit issuance would ensure application of adequate drainage and water quality facilities per
City ordinance provisions. Impacts from discharge into surface waters and groundwater resources would

be less than significant. ‘
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WORKFORCE HOUSING PROJECT (MST#2003-00827)
601 EAST MICHELTORENA STREET, SANTA BARBARA, CA

Members of the Planming Commission,

Thank you for the opportunity to present for the Commission’s consideration the Santa
Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project proposed at 601 E.
Micheltorena Street. Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation is requesting approval
of the proposed project which would consist of demolition of the existing St. Francis
Hospital buildings, and construction of 115 new residential condominium units. 81 (70%)
of the units would be sold to Cottage Hospital employees at prices within the City’s
structure of affordable units and 34 units (30%) would be sold at market rates. The
discretionary applications requested for the proposed project are:

» Tentative Subdivision Map (TSM) for creation of five (5) lots; 4 of which would be
zoned R-2 and one that would be zoned C-O; and a one lot subdivision of the C-O
zoned lot for the construction of 115 new condominiums;

e Amendment of the Zone Boundary to adjust the C-O/R-2 boundary to align
consistently with the proposed property lines and to - create conforming R-2
residential lots;

¢ Lot Area Modification for residential bonus density on a lot in the C-O Zone;

e Front Yard Setback Modifications to allow structural improvements in the required
front yard setback on Califomia. Street and the proposed public Salsipuedes Street
extension;

e Interior Yard Setback Modifications to allow structural improvements in the
required interior yard setback immediately adjacent to the proposed R-2 Zone
boundary;

e Distance Between Buildings Modifications; and

ATTACHMENT 3
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¢ Design Review by the Architectural Board of Review (ABR) for a new multiple-
family residential development.

The proposed Santa Barbara Cottage-Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project is

located on approximately 7.39 acres of land bound by Grand Avenue on the north,
Micheltorena Street on the south, California Street on the east and Arrellaga Street on the
. west. It is comprised of six (6) separate parcels (027-270-30 and 027-270-30 (A), 027-
270-16, 027-270-17, 027-270-18, and 027-270-19). Approximately 5.94 acres of the site
have a Zoning designation of C-O while approximately 1.45 acres of the site have a
Zoning designation of R-2. The four (4) parcels along Grand Avenue (the northern
portion of the property) are zoned R-2 (Two-Family Residence Zone), while the larger,
remaining parcel (the southern portion of the property) is zoned C-O (Medical Office
Zone). Three (3) of the existing R-2 lots fronting Grand Avenue are presently non-
conforming with the minimum lot size/slope density requirements of the R-2 zone. As
described in more detail below, the project would involve an Amendment to the C-O/R-2
zone boundary which would align the boundary with the proposed property lines to
eliminate the potential of creating split-zoning of the proposed lots on the site, and to
ensure that all of the newly created lots conform to the street frontage and lot area
requirements, including slope density, of the Zoning Ordinance.

The proposed Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project
would remove the existing St. Francis Hospital buildings totaling approximately 189,000
square feet of hospital-related buildings and replace them with 115 residential units.
Approval of a Tentative Map in conjunction with an Amendment of the zone boundary is
requested to create five (5) conforming lots; one lot zoned C-O, which would be subject
to a one-lot subdivision for construction of 115 condominium umits; and 4 -(four)
remaining lots entirely zoned R-2, which would be of a size and configuration consistent
with the requirements of the R-2 zone.

Within the lands zoned R-2, the existing Villa Riviera facility would be maintained on a
single parcel of approximately 31,500 square feet. The remaining lands zoned R-2 would
be divided into three (3) legal, conforming R-2 lots of approximately 10,500 square feet
each, based on slope density. No new development is proposed on the three (3) 10,500
square foot R-2 lots as part of the proposed Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation
Workforce Housing Project (existing units on these lots would be removed). It is
anticipated that these lots would be. sold to support the affordability of the proposed
work-force housing units. The proposed amendment to the zone boundary was initiated
by the City Council on April 13, 2004.

As previously m entioned, t he project would add a total of 1 15 residential units to the
City’s housing stock, 81 (70%) of which would be sold to Cottage Hospital employees at
prices within the City’s structure of affordable units, and the remaining 34 units (30%)
would be sold at market rates. The proposed residential density and unit mix represent a
valuable addition to the City's overall affordable and market rate housing stock. The

(O
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proposed residential density may be permitted for affordable residential units with City
approval under State Bonus density ‘law, and would be consistent with the variable
density and bonus density provisions of the City’s Zoning Ordinance. The residential
units would be provided as follows:

10  one-bedroom units (approximately 655-810 square feet [net] each)
67 two-bedroom units (approximately 990 square feet [net] each)
38 three bedroom units (approximately 1,105-1,340 square feet [net] each)

Total proposed on:site parking is 265 spaces, including 11 parking spaces for the Villa
Riviera, which meets the parking requirements as provided by the City’s Zoning
Ordinance. Parking for the proposed Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation
Workforce Housing Project is proposed as follows:

. 1. ¥% parking spaces for 1-bedroom units
. 2 parking spaces for 2 and 3-bedroom units
. 1 space per four (4) units for guest parking

The Traffic and Parking study prepared. by ATE for the proposed project has found that
the parking demand for the residential development would be adequately accommodated
on-site by the proposed parking plan, and that no traffic impacts on neighboring streets
will result from the proposed development. The project includes several features that
would serve to improve circulation in the project area for various transportation options
including new pedestrian/bicycle corridors throughout the site, a new public street and
parkway dedication connecting Salsipuedes and Arrellaga Street, and various other street
frontage improvements, including plans to remove a driveway at the California/
Micheltorena Street intersection and one from the mid-block of Micheltorena, designed
to improve overall circulation at the site. Furthermore, the development would include a
shuttle program provided by either MTD, if feasible, or provided by Cottage Hospital,
which would run from the project site to Cottage Hospital. '

The proposed residential units ‘will consist of one (1), two (2) and three (3) story
structures. Existing grading and infrastructure is proposed to be used to the maximum
extent feasible. Grading is estimated at 20,300 cubic yards cut, 16,100 cubic yards fill,
and 11,500 cubic yards of over-excavation for the building pads. Cut and fill is
- anticipated to be balanced on-site (when considering calculations for clearing and
grubbing, shrinkage and subsidence). The project has been designed to utilize existing
site topography to create the various “terrace” neighborhoods, and the project will
provide for an overall lower scale of development on the site than what presently exists
- through the provision of two neighborhood parks, lower scale structures, and providing a
mix of subterranean parking structures, garage locations and designs.

The requested approvals and modifications are required to allow Cottage Hospital to
provide a master planned, 70% affordable housing project for their employees. The
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majority of the requested front yard setbacks occur along the Salsipuedes Street extension
to Arrellaga Street, for which a new City street and parkway dedication is proposed to be
constructed to City standards. Front yard setbacks along California Street are requested
only for entry porches to the residential units fronting these streets. The entirety of the
noted interior yard setback modifications are requested for units along the property line
immediately adjacent to the proposed C-O/R-2 boundary. Because these units would be
.constructed adjacent to the residentially zoned R-2 lots, the Zoning Ordinance requires a
minimum interior yard setback of 10 ft., or % the height of the structure, whichever is
greater. These units would be constructed with a minimum 10 ft. interior yard setback
from the property line, which is greater than the 6 ft. interior yard setback required in the
R-2 zone for new residential structures. Finally, a number of building separation
modifications are requested as necessary to accommodate the proposed residential
density.

The requested front and interior yard setback and distance between build'ing
modifications are necessary to secure the proposed residential density in combination
with accommodating the proposed open space areas (private and semi-public), adequate
vehicular access and parking, and pedestrian access corridors on the site. Approval of the
modifications will allow the Cottage Hospital Foundation to secure a 70% affordable
housing project that is appropriate for the site, and accomimodate a new public street
dedication, and a number of open space and pedestrian access elements, while continuing
to meet the intent of the Ordinance of providing adequate separation between buildings
and privacy for neighboring development.

In addition to contributing 81 new residential units to the City’s affordable housing stock,
and 34 market units to the City’s limited housing stock, the proposed project includes-a
number of elements that would serve to benefit the City. As described above, the project
includes a new public street and parkway dedication for the Salsipuedes Street extension
to Arrellaga Street. The project would also provide a new public bikeway/pedestrian
access easement along the Arrellaga-California Street driveway connection. Additionally,
the project includes a number of semi-public open space and pedestrian corridors to
which neighborhood residents and general members of the public would have access to.

On behalf of the Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation, I would like to thank the
Commission for its time'and consideration, and r espectfully request the C ommission’s
support o f the requested a pprovals for the S anta B arbara C ottage Hospital F oundation
Workforce Housing Project.

Sincerely,

Kenneth E. Marshall, AICP
Senior Environmental Planner
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Associate Planner

City of Santa Barbara Planning Division
Post Office Box 1990

Santa Barbara, CA 93102-1990

Re: Scope of EIR for Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce
Housing Project

Dear Ms. Grant:

We are writing to request that a complete Environmental Impact Report be prepared for
consideration of the project proposed at 601 E. Micheltorena Street, known as the “Santa
Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project.” Substantial evidence -
exists that this project will pose significant environmental impacts to the neighborhood
and that it will significantly degrade the quality of life of the individuals who live there.

Even the simplest review of the information regarding this project reveals a fair argument
based on substantial evidence that significant impacts may occur and they require a
thorough and comprehensive Environmental Impact Report.

As an interested party (since 1993, we have lived at the corner of Victoria and
Salsipuedes, three blocks from the site), we have many concerns that we believe must be
addressed in the Environmental Scoping process, leading to the inevitable conclusion that
the City should require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report. Specifically,
they include:

1. The baseline used to determine traffic air guality and noise impacts.It is our
understaniding, according to CEQA Guidelines 15125, subd. (a), that “a draft EIR must
include a description of the physical environmental conditions in the vicinity of

the project as they exist at the time...the environmental analysis is commenced.” Of
course, what we’re dealing with now is a closed-down hospital with virtually no traffic. It
is inappropriate 1o use the proposed trips that may have occurred if an

approved medical building had been built. CEQA does not permit use of a non-existent,
hypothetical baseline environmental setting based on a project that was never built. The
traffic and other impacts of the medical building never occurred, and thus it is
inappropriate under CEQA to use this baseline. As a result of using the incorrect CEQA
baseline, the predicted traffic impacts of the project are substantially underestimated.

EXHIBIT B
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2. The socio-economic impacts of this project must be considered within thecontext
of an EIR. CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(e) requires the City to consider the physical
environmental changes resulting from socio-economic impacts, if any, in an EIR. As a
result of this proposed project, and its impacts of traffic, circulation, and density out-of-
keeping with the nearby neighborhood, the destabilization of the surrounding
neighborhood has already occurred. Such destabilization will continue as residents
contemplate and act in response to the negative impacts posed by enormously increased
traffic, parking problems, circulation and degradation of the neighborhood character,
leading to a reduced quality of life for all who live within the neighborhood. A significant
number of homes along Micheltorena Street and beyond have already been placed on the
market, and continued concerns about the additional stresses placed on this established
neighborhood by the proposed project are forcing more neighbors to consider leaving
their homes. The burdens placed on this neighborhood are inappropriately large, due to
the size and scope of this project. The high turnover caused by the proposed project is a
socio-economic impact that results in indirect physical environmental impacts; sold
homes are often torn down and replaced by larger homes which degrade V1ews Impair
traffic and result in other environmental impacts.

3. The EIR must Analyze Cumulative Impacts. The workforce housing project on
Micheltorena and the reconstruction of Cottage Hospital must be considered linked and,

part of the same project because they are components of the same undertaking by Cottage.
In addition, impacts of one are related to the other. In the area of parking, for example, it
is obvious that parking places are being constructed for the same vehicles in
neighborhoods that are less than a two-mile walk apart from each other, yet there is as of
now, no incentive offered for Cottage Hospital employees who choose to maintain a car-
free lifestyle.

4. Mitigation of Significant Traffic Impacts. We expect a comprehensive traffic
analysis in the EIR that includes extensive mitigation efforts that go far beyond the mere
promise of a shuttle service. While shuttles may help reduce traffic somewhat, employee
trip reduction programs are legally unenforceable. A shuttle system or trip reduction
program is legally unenforceable pursuant to SB#437. It is thus not legally enforceable as
a mitigation measure pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(a) (2). Therefore, if
the project is approved, the City must require enforceable traffic mitigation measures in
addition to shuttles, and/or feasible project alternatives that reduce the 1, 023 average
daily trips and enormous traffic impacts this project will bring to the neighborhood.

5. County Bowl as part of Existing Environmental Setting. As the applicant admitted
during a public meeting on Tuesday, July 13, its development team had not even
considered traffic and parking impacts to this neighborhood generated by attendees of
_County Bowl performances. As every resident of this neighborhood is well-aware, during
the ever-increasing schedule of performances at the County Bowl, there is already no
street parking to be found—all the way up to the St. Francis site. Unlike the City’s
proposed CEQA baseline, this existing constrained situation is part of the existing
physical environmental baseline. As a result, the EIR must analyze impacts in light of -
this, and should conclude that any increase in parking demand and traffic during
performances ‘will result in significant impacts.

M
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6. Piecemealing. The City recently approved a lot split involving this property That lot
split is linked to this property; it facilitates this project. Development of the resulting lot
will cause impacts relating to views, noise and traffic. The impacts of the lot split Should
have been analyzed in the context of the EIR for the Santa Barbara Cottage Hospltal
Foundation Workforce Housing Project. Since it was considered previously in a

" piecemeal fashion, the City should re-analyze the effects of the lot split, including
development of the remainder parcel, in this Draft EIR, either as part of the project, or, at
a minimum, in a cumulative impact analysis.

7. Concerns about hazardous materials released during the demolition and
construction period. We request a thorough, detailed analysis of the site prior to release '
of the Draft EIR, including soil samples, paint, insulation, carpets, and the like to
determine the extent of hazardous materials and carcinogens that exist on the site.
Additionally, we request a full evaluation of how those materials can best be

contained to insure the short-and long-term health of neighborhood residents who will be
exposed throughout a lengthy demolition and construction period. Because of the
applicant’s plan to provide even more extensive underground parking than before, we
have even more concern about containment of particulate matter during the extensive
excavation process. These issues should be thoroughly analyzed in the Draft EIR.

Feasible mitigation measures and alternatives that could avoid or lessen these impacts "
should be analyzed in sufficient detail to facilitate City approval without supplemental
review. Specifically, an alternative that retains and reuses rather than demolishes the
building should be analyzed at a project level of detail.

Air quality and health issues merit particular concemn in this specific neighborhood
because of the significant number of residents who are at home during the workday when
the demolition and construction impacts will occur. They include the elderly, children at
home with their caregivers and a large number of individuals who work at home-based
businesses. Seniors and children are susceptible to numerous respiratory conditions
caused or exacerbated by degraded air quality.

8. Alternatives

(A) Retain Existing Building The City should evaluate the feasibility of an alternative
that retains the existing building in order to minimize the potentially significant impacts
of demolitions (e.g. air quality, traffic, noise, hazardous materials). Alternative uses of the
building are many, including, but not limited to, rental housing, retirement living, medical '
uses, a research institute, and the like.

(B) Reduced Project Size In order to accommodate the project’s underlying objectives
.and mitigate impacts such as traffic, noise, air pollution and views, we propose that one
way to mitigate these substantial environmental impacts is to reduce the number of units
in this housing project from the proposed number of 115 units to 60 while still retaining
the proposed mix of workforce and market-rate units (i.e. 70%: 30%)._

(5



The Reduced Size Alternative merits full consideration under CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.6(a). The project would still provide a significant number of housing units, - -
meeting most of the underlying project objectives. Given the project economics,
including sales price, carrying costs, permit processing and environmental review costs,
and development costs, a 60-unit alternative appears feasible. Finally, it would
substantially reduce the environmental impacts in terms of traffic, parking, air quahty
general congestion, and aesthetics.

9. An EIR is required pursuant to CEQA. This project requires an EIR. Under CEQA,
a lead agency shall prepare an EIR when a fair argument can be made, based on
substantial evidence in the record as a whole, that a project MAY have a significant effect
on the environment, even if other evidence suggests the project will not have a significant
effect. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15164) This fair argument standard is a low standard
for requiring an EIR because CEQA requires the application of caution by a lead agency
when a project MIGHT have a significant impact. The proposed project—the most
massive building demolition and reconstruction project proposed in Santa Barbara since
the 1925 earthquake—poses a complex set of environmental impacts that warrant
consideration in-an EIR. The City’s NOP is for an EIR—not a Negative Declaration—and
it identifies a range of potentially significant impacts. The NOP itself suggests the
potential for an array of significant impacts, and thus supports the need for preparation of
an EIR.

The project involves creating a neighborhood right in the middle of a neighborhood, one
significantly inhabited by at-risk populations of children and the elderly, and dealing with
hazardous substances and known carcinogens. The short-and long-term effects of the
demolition of a huge building, the construction of a massive new neighborhood and the
introduction of a major new traffic pattern must be carefully analyzed. Alternatives must
be considered as potentially viable ways to reduce these impacts. If only a Negative
Declaration is required, this decision will not only violate CEQA, it would eliminate
consideration of any project alternatives and would thus take away valid options for the
City to reduce the environmental impacts to the public.

Interested parties have testified repeatedly before the planning commission, at City
Council and at four neighborhood meetings conducted by Cottage Health Systems. City
Staff, the project’s promoters, and residents alike have heard time and again about the
concerns about this project’s environmental impacts. It is now time for the City to require
that the objections posed in public testimony and expressed in this letter be fully and
completely addressed.

If ever a project required a comprehernsive Environmental Impact Report (that includes a
comprehensive general plan consistency analysis with all applicable policies) this is the
one

Sipc 9
. ALl /& e

Cheri Rae and John McKinney
Cc: Planning Commission Members: Mayor \Marty Bium and City Council Members; Allied Nel,,hborhood
Association; Bungalow Haven Neighborhood Association; Riviera Neighborhood Association; Citizens
Planning Association
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Warren and Julie Wood PLANNING DiVISii.
1225 N. Saisipuedes St.
Santa Barbara, CA 93163
(805) 966-7344
July 15, 2005
Ms. Jessica Grant
Associate Planner
City of Santa Barbara Planning Division
P.0. Box 1990

Santa Barbara, CA 93102-1990
Dear Ms. Grant:

Because we will not be able to attend the July 29% Epvironmental Scoping'Hearing, we would _
like-to communicate a.concern we have about Cottage Hospital’s .condo project on. the St. Francis
site: the problem of parking.

With the density of 115 units on 6 acres, on-street parking will increase. This presents a problem
for the surrounding area for several reasons:

1) The on-street parking during County Bow! concerts flows, bumper to bumper, up Alta Vista,
Salsipuedes and Olive, from Anapamu up to Micheltorena and beyond. The new complex
of 115 units will push on-street parking in the direction of Islay and up the hill into the

" Riviera because those living in the condos will not be able to park in the direction of the
‘County Bowl. ‘

2) Being at the edge of ‘the downtown bungalow district, the new complex of 115 units will be
flanked by many homes without garages. Our home is one of those, builtin 1907. Like
many in this area built before garages were standard, we use on-street parking, and itis
currently crowded. If the new complex does not have sufficient spaces per unit, on-street
-parking will increase in an already densely-parked area.

3) To cover high mortgages, many people rerit a room to a boarder such as a student from Santa
Barbara City College; a foreign.student studying at EF International or ELS or any of the
other English language programs in S.B.; or a single professional. This secondary rental
market increases on-street parking. Given the proposed cost of even an “affordable” unit in
the new complex, condo owners will want to supplement their income and follow what many
others already do in Santa Barbara..



While we have heard several ideas about how to lessen car use between the Cottage condo
complex and the hospital, there is no way to regulate parking, whether the cars are used
frequently or not. Therefore, we would request either sufficient parking be made available (the
four spaces per unit referenced above) or the number of units in the complex be decreased.

In addition, to examine further the impact on parking and traffic, we would request thatan
Environmental Impact Report be done to ensure that the issue of parking, which affects the
surrounding area daily, is examined carefully and completely.

‘Sincerely. _
/ EJ/;@ @ . K /{/mJ
Julle' A. Wood

(8
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-Our Vision Y& Clean Air

Santa Barbara County
Air Pollution Control District

July 28, 2004 RECEIVED

Jan Hubbell, AICP, Sefﬁor Planner ’ JUL 29 2004

Jessica W. Grant, Associate Planner :
Planning Division CITY OF SANTA BAREARA
Community Develcpment Department PLANNING DIVISION
City of Santa Barbaa .

P.0. Box 1990

Santa Barbara, CA 93102-1990

SUBJECT: 601 E. Micheltorena Street (Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation
Workforce Housing Project- M5T2003-00827)

Dear Jan and Jessica,

As you know, the Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) did not receive
the Notice of Preparation of a Draft EIR (NOP) for the above-mentioned project because it was
sent to the previous address. Thank you for rectifying this mistake in your databases. We
downloaded the NP, Initial Study (I.S.) and Planning Commission Staff Report from the City’s
website today. Baszd on a quick review of these materials (and the Construction Phasing and
Logistics Report thiat we received in May, 2004) we have the following recommendations on the
scope of work for the DEIR.

The latest version ¢f the APCD's “Scope and Content of Air Quality Sections in Environmental
Documents” is available on our website (www.sbcaped.org) and should be used in the
preparation of the DEIR.

We would like to see full disclosure of all air quality impacts and all calculations and
assumptions used to estimate air quality impacts presented clearly in an appendix in the DEIR
so that we can validate the air quality impacts of this project as presented in the DEIR. We
assume the analysis will use a “reasonable worst case scenario”.

The 1.S. states that -he total project construction period will be about 67 continuous weeks; this
is along-term construction project.. Construction emissions should be estimated using
URBEMIS 2002, version 7.5. As a guideline, the APCD uses 25 tons/year of NOx or ROG to
determine significe nce of construction equipment impacts.

Please note that pr.or to any‘ demolition or renovation of the existing structures the APCD
requires the filing of separate Asbestos Notification Forms for each structure. This will ensure

Terenc2 E. Dressler =+ Air Pollution Control Officer
260 North San Antonio Road, Siite A = Santa Barbara, CA « 93110 » www.sbcaped.org ~ 805.961.8800 - 805.961.8801 (fax)

[9



JUl 23 Ut uglicaa oBL HFrLU TUDTL I BBUD

Cottage Hospital Workjbrce Housing Project NOP
July 28, 2004 e
Page2 of 3

APCD oversight of the demolition and compliance with federal regulations. The form is
available on our website (www.sbcapcd.org).

We note that-the praject may balance the approximately 20,300 cubic yards of cut and 16,100
cubic yards of fill, cnsite. However, carting away of unsalvageable demolished materials and
bringing in constrution supplies will involve trucks trips. The DEIR should estimate, under a
reasonable worst case scenario, the number and type of haul trucks per day and the distance the
haul trucks may travel and then calculate the estimated emissions. The emissions from
employee commute trips and from all onsite construction equipment (including crushers, if
used) should be added. .

Of the standard mitigation measures for constriction fugitive dust, the APCD emphasizes the
need to enforce covered haul trucks, gravel pads and measures to keep dust onsite and to avoid
tracking dirt on to public roads. Onsite stockpiles shouid be covered.

The APCD is concerned about the short-term and long-term health impacts of diesel emissions
on sensitive receptors (residents, particularly children). Particulate emissions from diesel
exhaust are classified as carcinogenic by the state of California. Construction equipment
mitigation measures, listed in the Scope and Content document should be enforced to the
maximum extent feasible. Please contact Robin Cobbs, Air Quality Engineer at the APCD, to
determine if a health risk assessment is warranted.

As stated in the 200”. Clean Air Plan, energy conservation measures are recommended for all
projects to reduce the need for natural gas and electricity. Although Santa Barbara County does
not have power plants, a portion of our electricity comes from burning fossil fuels, which
contributes to regional air pollution. According to the U.S. Green Building Council (USGBC),
construction in the United produces 30% of the total U.S. greenhouse gas emissions. Better
building practices and materials can significantly reduce these gases. We are pleased to note
that some items may be salvaged and reused. Please consider requiring both trash/recycling
containers instead of just trash cans in public areas on site. Light-colored, high-fly ash concrete
or permeable surfaces should be considered instead of asphalt paving. At a minimurns,
provisions for roof-top photovoltaic panels and on-demand (tank-less) water heaters should be
included in the building plans and required for the project.

Please also note that URBEMIS 2002 version 7.5.0 may be used to estimate effectiveness of some
mitigation measures. The emission reductions from some of the mitigation measures suggested
in the Scope and Cor.tent document may not be easily quantifiable because tools to do so are not
available; therefore credit may not be taken for some measures to reduce air quality impacts to a
level of insignificance. Nevertheless, CEQA requires that all feasible measures to reduce
significant air quality impacts of proposed projects should be applied.
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Cottage Hospital Workjorce Housing Project NOP
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Page 3 of 3

In addition, residential wood-burning fireplaces are the cause of many public nuisance
complaints that the APCD receives during the winter months. We recommend that residential
wood-burning fireplaces and woodstoves be prohibited.

The Initial Study dces not address the emissions from potential sources such as new boilers,
generators and other equipment, if any, associated with the multi-unit housing project. APCD
permits may be reqiired. The emissions from the boilers and area sources should be added to
the traffic emissions to compare to the threshold of significance for the total project.

The Initial Study nctes that soil contamination from underground storage tanks may be present
onsite. There may be a possibility that historically, medical or other hazardous wastes may
have been disposed on the site. Please note that an APCD permit and/or a health risk
assessment may be required for certain contaminated soil remediation methods.

The Initial Study notes that the project could have induced growth and secondary impacts to air
quality; consistency with the Santa Barbara County 2001 Clean Air Plan should be addressed in
the DEIR. Methods to evaluation consistency with the Clean Air Plan are also addressed in the
Scope and Content document.

I'hope you find our quick comments on the NOP for this project useful. Please call me-at 961-
8893 .or contact me by e-mail at vlj@sbcapced.org, if you have questions.

Sincerely,
, ) l"(’ ’C’ N R ,
iy i na date, —
Vij i alamadaka, AICP ;
Air Quality Specialist

Technology and Environmental Review Division

cc: Bobbie Bratz. Public Information and Community Programs Supervisor
Project File (City of Santa Barbara 2004 Projects)
TEA Chron File

\\SBCAPCD.ORG\ ShARES\ GROUPS\PCA\WP\PCACORR\COTTAGE HOSPITAL 5T. FRANGIS HOUSING NOP.DOC
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THE RIVIERA ASSOCIATION - -
OF SANTA BARBARA RECEEVE@ '

Established 1930 JUL 30 2004

TITY OF SANTA BARBAR;

B ARIMING O foiner

July 30, 2004

To:

City of Santa Barbara Planning Division

Attention: Jessica Grant

On July 27" the Board of Directors of the Riviera Association met and asked me to '
forward the following comments, questions, and requests for clarification regarding the
Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project.

Parking: Are the required parking places realistic with the number of cars for the'
proposed units and the demand created? The ATE study places parking demand at
184 spaces. Our calculations are as follows:
o 2 cars per unit equal 230 parking spaces.
o 2 cars per 1 and 2 bedroom units, 3 cars per 3 bedroom unit equal 270
spaces.
o 2 cars per 1 bedroom unit, and 3 cars per 2 and 3 bedroom units equal 315
spaces.
Access from Grand Avenue: a major impact that has not been fully defined or
evaluated for environmental impact.
Demolition: What is the anticipated length of demolition? What noise mitigation
is proposed for this residential neighborhood? What time limitations will be
imposed for this residential neighborhood? We ask that an 8:00 AM restriction for
commencement of demolition activities and no weekend activity. We ask for a
plan for demolition traffic and parking.
We request a solid waste management impact survey be part of this review in
regard to demolition.

- Construction: What is the anticipated length of construction? What are the noise

niitigations proposed for this residential neighiborhood? We ask that construction
commence after 8:00 AM and no weekend activity. We ask for a plan and map of
construction routes and traffic control. We ask for restrictions on construction
parking.

'We request that low-level lighting in conformity to the residential nature of the
area be emphasized and evaluated.

We emphasize the importance of maintaining buildings heights to accommodate
existing private views.

27



As per the Initial Study/Environmental Checklist MST 2003-00827, it would appear-that
many of these issues have already been introduced. Thank you for your consideration and
inclusion of our concerns.

Sincerely,

" Pl
Dianne Channing
President, The Riviera Association

P.O. Box 41838
Santa Barbara, CA 93140-1838
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Gary and Kathleen Hoffman e
555 E. Arrellaga St. No. 4

Santa Barbara, CA 93103 e =
(805) 966-4488 RECEIVED

JUL 2 & 2004

‘ CITY OF SANTA BAPRT 54
July27,2004 PLANNING DIVIZ: -4

Ms. Jessica Grant

Associate Planner

City of Santa Barbara Planning Division
P.O.Box 1990

Santa Barbara, CA 93102-1990

Dear Ms. Grant:

In response to the upcoming July 20™ Environmental Scoping Hearing, we would like to
communicate the following concerns we have about Cottage Hospital’s St. Francis condo
project, if it indeed goes forward.

1) Tots Park and BBQ Area: The design calls for a playground/park for tots and a BBQ area
at the present site of St. Francis’ meditation park off the Arrellaga St. cul-de-sac. Our condo
complex is located directly across the cul-de-sac and thus facing this proposed park and BBQ
area. We understand tall trees bordering this area will be thinned-out as well, making it even
more exposed. With upwards of 275 residents living in this new project, we are very
concerned about persistent noise from this tots playground as well the smoke from the BBQ:s.
Smoke will be pushed directly across the street to our condo units since the prevailing breeze
in the aftemoon/evening is from the south (via on-shores). We request that these park areas
be re-designed and moved, perhaps more into the center of the Cottage condos or to the new
park planned at corner of Micheltorena.

2) Demolition Phase: We have major concerns about noise, dust control, hazardous material
handling, and truck/equipment traffic during demolition of the existing hospital site. The
workweek noise impacts during demolition (and construction) will be nothing if not a
nuisance for us in the immediate neighborhood. We request that no work be done on
Saturday and Sunday and holidays. The schematic site plan shows the haul routes for
removal of 7,000 yd3 site material and base course (to/from) are Arrellaga and Micheltorena
Streets. We request that Alta Vista, Grand, and Valerio Streets also be brought into. the mix,
and just not put the entire traffic/noise load on Arrellaga and Micheltorena. Also, Arrellaga
is quite narrow (now we can barely pass by the Marborg waste truck when it’s stopped in the
.500 block). The City will have to take some steps to ensure safety and ease congestion (e.g.,
omit parking on at least one side to use this street as a haul route). During demolition, we do
not want to see the project use an on-site crusher for demolition materials-the noise, dust and
potential air quality issues from haz-mat materials (asbestos) is a real concern. General dust
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.3)

4)

5)

control during the 3-4 month demolition is a major concern of ours as well. We request the
EIR address this in detail.

Underground Utilities: We request that the City require the proposed condo project to
under-ground overhead power lines and utilities along Arrellaga and Micheltorena bordering
the Salsipuedas intersections. 115 new condos on this hillside property may require even
additional power lines or thicker wires hung on poles.to supply utility services. Under-
grounding of overhead power lines should be required of any new project this size in the
City. Since various views of the city, ocean and shoreline are being impacted by this project
to many of us in the neighborhood, more clutter of lines hanging on power poles will look
unsightly and obstruct our views even more. Clean it up and underground starting at the
streets! '

Views: We have been assured in the past by the project’s architect that the design will not
block our views (city and ocean). We understand the site’s engineering/maintenance plant
will be replaced by a one-story condo building. Below it, however, down-grade will be a 2-
story building with pitched roof. Some computer-generated views place this building at
about the same height as the next door doctor’s office bulldmg (536 E.Arrellaga). If correct,
this will greatly impact our present view and we live on a 2™ floor condo across the street.
We request that neighborhood views not be adversely impacted by the proposed project.

Parking: We have heard several ideas about how to lessen car use between the Cottage
condo complex and the hospital, but there is little that can be to ensure whether resident’s
cars are driven to Cottage Hospital or not. Therefore, we request either sufficient parking be
made available (more than the 2.4 spaces per unit currently in the des1 gn) or the number of
units in the complex be decreased.

We trust these concerns will be addressed in a future Environmental Impact Report for this
very large condo project that will have major impacts to the neighborhood with few realizable
benefits. ‘

Last, but not least, we continue to be amazed that this piece of the cultural landscape of the City
will be razed and condos built in its place. We would like to see our City Council, rather than
pre-maturely supporting this project, ask tough questions of Cottage and explore the site’s re-use
of the existing St. Francis facilities (e.g., SB cancer center, expanded Villa Riviera assisted living
center, or perhaps a down-town Wake Center for learning/training). We’d like to see this debate
g0 on.

Sincerely.

T/ R

Gary and Kay Hoffman
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Subject: FW: Saint Francis PC SECRETARY

————— Original Message-----

From: Edward C. Fields [mailto:fields@library.ucsb.edu}

Sent: Tuesday, July 27, 2004 11:24 AM

To: Barnwell, Brian B.

Cc: Blum, Marty; Falcone, Iva; Horton, Roger; Secord, Dan; Schneider, Helene; Williams,
Das '
Subject: Saint Francis

Dear Santa Barbara City Council:

I'd like to add my voice to those who are not in favor of the Cottage proposal to demolish
the St. Francis site to provide "affordable” housing for its staff. My objections are
based on three issues. I do live in the neighborhood, East Valerio Street, which is
already becoming too traffic congested and causing concerns for the safety of my children
who play near our house. Having spent 4 hours in the waiting room last summer waiting for
one of my daughters to be seen and evaluated by a physician, I can honestly say that Santa
Barbara needs more not fewer medical facilities for its residents. (I have heard similar
tales from others in the wake of St. Francis' closing.) As a recent editorial in the

- News~Press pointed out, some consideration should be given to preservation of this
historic landmark facility that so long served the community of the Santa Barbara.

My two daughter were among the many Santa Babarans who were fortunate to have been born in
St Francis' innovative Birthing Center. I realize that Saint Francis is gone and is not
going to return, but surely some better use for the existing facility can be found.
(Wasn't the initial plan to convert St. Francis into an auxiliary medical facility for

, Cottage?) I realize the importance of housing in our community, (I'm a long time renter,
not a home owner), but I also realize the importance of adequate community medical care
and preservation of our city's heritage.

I hope that further discussion and evaluation of Cottage's proposal will be heard and
considered.

Thanks for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Ed Fields’

426 East Valerio St.

Santa Barbara, CA 93106
805-682-9722
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Gantz, Susan R

Subject: FW: additional commments about EIR scoping Hearing

From: Cheri [mailto:cheri@thetrailmaster.com]

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2004 5:47 PM

To: Grant, Jessica

Subject: additional commments about EIR scoping Hearing

July 29, 2004

Dear Ms. Grant,

After today’s hearing, two additional questions come to mind that | would like to have addressed in the scope of

the EIR;

1)

In the area of determining the proper baseline for traffic considerations, | must ask what point during St.
Francis’ operation will be considered the proper baseline? It was clarified during the hearing that the
proposed medical office building will not be used, but there was no specific clarification about when in the
hospital's rise and fall is the appropriate baseline for analysis? Will it be when the hospital became a
Medical Center during the '90s and was on its way up? Or in subsequent years when it was on its way
down? The significance of the proper date from which to draw the baseline is pretty obvious, and I expect
a reasonable accounting for how the date is determined.

2) Interms of mitigation of air quality during demolition and construction, the day will come in my
neighborhood when the bulldozers outnumber the bicycles and it may no longer be safe for my children to
take a ride around the block on their bikes. How do | explain to my now 7-year-old that he can't play
outdoors anymore—and for the next couple of years—because the air he breathes may make him very
sick in years to come. How can that serious health concern be properly mitigated?

Thank you,
Cheri Rae

(805) 965-7200
cheri@thetrailmaster.com

www.thetrailmaster.com

220/20N4 2 %
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Subject: FW: St Francis Input for EIR

From: Denise Platt [mailto:deniseplatt@cox.net]
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2004 3:37 PM

To: Hennon, Bettie

Cc: Hubbell, Jan; Ledbetter, John; Kato, Danny
Subject:

Ms. Hennon,

A fact of interest that | have not seen addressed by anyone concerned with the Cottage Hospital workforce
housing project is that the planned for population who will be occupying these condos does not travel to and from
their workplace in a fashion that can be compared to the 'normal workforce. These occupants will be primarily
nurses. Nurses work all 3 and sometimes 2 shifts. As such, they travel to work at low impact times, as well as
times different than those employed in traditional workplaces. For example, because a hospital is a 24-hour
operation, the day shift begins at 7:00 am, the pm shift begins at 3:00 pm and the night shift starts at 11:00 pm.
‘None of these three shifts involve high traffic impact times as compared to employees traveling on the roads at
the traditional 8:00 am and leaving for home at 5:00 pm. Even the nurses who work 12 hours shifts, which begin
and end at 7:00 am and 7:00 pm are low-impact commuters. Other staff within the hospital, aside from nurses,
also do shift work.

| have not seen these very real facts of hospital life considered in any recent discussion and feel strongly they
should be a part of the EIR study.

Thank you,
Denise Piatt, RN, JD

1%
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Subject: FW: SB Cottage Hospital Workforce Housing Project

July 30, 2004

To: City of Santa Barbara Planning Division
Attention: Jessica Grant

On July 27th the Board of Directors of the Riviera Association met and asked me to forward
the following comments, questions, and requests for clarification regarding the Santa
Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project.

e Parking: Are the required parking spaces realistic with the number of cars for the
proposed units and the demand created? The ATE study places parking demand at 184 spaces.
Our calculations are as follows:

0 2 cars per unit equal 230 parking spaces.

0 2 cars per 1 and 2 bedroom units, 3 cars per 3 bedroom unit equal 270 spaces.

0 2 cars per 1 bedroom unit, and 3 cars per 2 and 3 bedroom units equal 315 spaces.
¢ Access from Grand Avenue: a major impact that has not been fully defined or evaluated
for environmental impact.

e Demolition: What is the anticipated length of demolition? What noise mitigation is
proposed for this residential neighborhood? What time limitations will be imposed for this
residential neighborhood? We ask that an 8:00 AM restriction for commencement of
demolition activities and no weekend activity. We ask for a plan for demolition traffic
and parking.

» We request a solid waste management impact survey be part of this review in regard to
demolition.

e Construction: What is the anticipated length of construction? What are the noise
mitigations proposed for this residential neighborhood?

We ask that construction commence after 8:00 AM and no weekend

activity. We ask for a plan and map of construction routes and traffic control We ask for"
restrictions on construction parking. '

* We request that low-level lighting in conformity to the residential nature of the area
be emphasized and evaluated.

e We emphasize the importance of maintaining buildings heights to accommodate existing‘
private views.

As per the Initial Study/Envirommental Checklist MST 2003-00827, it would appear that many
of these issues have already been introduced.
Thank you for your consideration and inclusion of our concerns.

. Sincerely,
Dianne Channing
President, The Riviera Association

P.O. Box 41838
Santa Barbara, CA 93140-1838
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From: jan100@cox.net [mailto:jan100@cox.net]
Sent: Wednesday, July 28, 2004 2:04 PM

To: Grant, Jessica

Subject: E I R St. Francis Condo Proposal

July 28, 2004

Jan Winford

1616 Grand Avenue
Santa Barbara CA 93103
805 962 1889

Jessica Grant

jgrant@Cl.santa-barbara.ca.us

City of Santa Barbara Pianning Division
PO Box 1990
Santa Barbara, CA 93102

RE: St. Francis Project

Villa Riviera Conditional Use Permit

Access through Arrellaga Parking Lot only Requirement

I would like the planners, government personnel and all concerned in the project to be knowledgeable regarding
the Conditional Use Permit which allowed Villa Riviera to be granted it's current use as an ambulatory facility.
The neighbors were assured:

ALL ACCESS AND SERVICES WOULD BE THROUGH THE HOSPITAL GROUNDS NOT GRAND AVENUE.
NO ONE WAS TO PARK OR GAIN ACCESS FROM THE DOOR ON GRAND AVENUE. This door on Grand
Avenue has been and is used continually. | have called and asked Ron Biscaro to look into the situation several
times. | can hear the door bell ring at the Grand entrance and access is granted. | observe cars belonging to
visitors on the street. Often one or even two cars are in the driveway. (These cars are not for the people living in
the ‘penthouse residence’ but for Villa Riviera.)

| just called Villa Riviera to ask their address and was given 1621 Grand Avenue!

1 am concerned that is situation will be overlooked in the building/review process now that St. Francis does not
exist. What assurances do we neighbors have that this will not be overlooked? I do not want the issue to be
forgotten nor access to Grand Avenue be continued. | do not want to revisit the negative issues we have already
addressed in previous building attempts with St. Francis.

| REQUEST THE EIR ADDRESS VILLA RIVIERA, THEIR ACCESS ISSUES AS WELL AS TRAFFIC ON
GRAND AVENUE.

Thank you. Jan Winford

cc: Ron Biscaro, Villa Riviera, Bungalow Haven

7/28/2004 1O
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Gantz, Susan

From: gpolchin@west.net

Sent: - Thursday, July 29, 2004 6:38 AM Coo T
To: Gantz, Susan

Subject: St. Francis EIR comments; please fwd to planning commission

Hi, July 29, 2004

Can you please forward this to the City of Santa Barbara Planning Division and the
planning commissioners as comments about an environmental impact report

(EIR) for the so-~called "Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing
Project”" (St. Francis demolition and c¢ondo consruction project.)

Summary:

1. PLEASE REQUIRE A FULL EIR.

2. PLEASE REQUIRE A FULL DUST & NOISE-CONTAINMENT WALL.
3. PLEASE RESTRICT THE NUMBER OF FIREPLACES

1. PLEASE REQUIRE A FULL EIR. An environmental impact report (EIR) should be required for
this massive demolition and construction project that will take place in a crowded,
breezy, hilly area. The toxics used by hospital are by themselves reason to have an EIR.

2. PLEASE REQUIRE A FULL DUST & NOISE-CONTAINMENT WALL.. Please require that the entire
project be enclosed inside a dust containment/noise containment wall. A noise containment
wall is in place for the drilling project which was underway (as of July 15, 2004) at
Santa Barbara High School at Anapamu and Alta Vista Streets. Such a wall can be used to
contain dust as well if the openings are sealed.

3. PLEASE RESTRICT THE NUMBER OF FIREPLACES Please include design considerations to
restrict long-term pollution from this project. Notably absent from the document summary
entitled NOTICE OF EIR PREPARATION/NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING HEARING"” (filename:
2004-07-29_july 29, 2004_- 601 e micheltorena_ st nop notice.pdf)

is any mention of restriction on fireplaces in the condos. 115 new fireplaces in a 7-acre
site will create an incredible amount of pollution for the surrounding area. Please
restrict the number of fireplaces to either zero or to the same concentration as the
surrounding area.

thank you.
George C Polchin and Lisa M Giegerich

gpolchin@west.net
613 E. Victoria St.
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July’22, 2004

VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL

City of Santa Barbara
Attention: Ms. Jessica Grant
P. 0. Box 1990

‘Santa Barbara, CA 93102-1990

SUBJECT:  Scope of the EIR for the Proposed Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation.
Workforce Housing Project; Response to Ms. Cheri Rae and Mr. John McKinney
Letter '

DearMs. Grant:

This-letter-is.a written on behalf of the Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation and is
intended:to respond-to the issues.addressed:in 2. July 19,2004 letter-to you from Ms. Cheri Rae
and Mr. John MéKinney, relating to the Scope of the EIR for the Propesed Santa Barbara
Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project. This response follow:the same
numbering system as was used.in Ms. Rae’s letter. .

1. Baseline

Ms. Rae claims that the baseline used to determine traffic, air quality -and noise impacts must be
based on the “physical environmental conditions in the vicinity of the project as they existatthe
time... the environmental analysis is commenced.” However, the City of Santa Barbara has
previously concluded that the environmental baseliné can include impacts from uses that could
occur without any new discretionary permits. This was the case in‘the Entrada de Santa Barbara
Project, where the Californian Hotel was closed (for required seismic safety improvements)
when the Entrada-de Santa Barbara Project application was deemed complete and when the
environmental analysis commenced. It was the City’s conclusion that the baseline should
include trips attributed to the Californian Hotel when it was open, because there were permits for
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Ms. Jessica Grant -
July 22,2004
Page 2

its use-and it. could be re-opened without any discretionary appi'ovals Therefore, the conclusion
to utilizethe St. Francis Hospital’s trip generation as the traffic baseline for the Proposed Santa.
Barbara Cottage. Hospltal Foundatlon Workforce. Housmg Project is entirely appropriate,

‘Additionally, Ms. ‘Rae.claims that it is inappropriate to use. the propesed trips that may have.
occurred ifthe approved medical office building had been. built. We do not disagree. However,
Associated Traffic Engineers (ATE) Traffic Report did NOT- include the traffic trips: assocxated
wnth the approved Medical Office Building traffic as patt of their traffic baséline analysis.”

2. :Socj'oéEconomic Impacts Must .be.Considered in ‘t’he EIR

Ms. Rac states that CEQA Section 15064(8) rcqmres the City to consider the physical
environmenta] changes resulting from socio-economic impacts, if afly, in an EIR. However,.
CEQA Section 15064(c) actua]ly states that “Economic.and social: changes resulting from a

- project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment”. (emphasis added) It goes
on to. say-that “Economic. or social changes may be used, however; to determine that a physical
change shall be regarded as a significant effect on:the environment”. (emphasis added) These

. statements clearly state that-economic and social changes.are not to be considered significant

irhpacts and that economic-and social changes are not required to be evaluated.

Ms. Rae claims that the proposed. Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation "W orkforce
Housing Project has: already destabilized the-surrounding neighborhood and has prompted a
significant number of homes to be placed: on.the market. These “issues™ should not be
considered in.the CEQA document as these statements are speculative and without factual
support. CEQA Section 15064 (£)(5) states: “Argument, speculation, unsubstantiated -opinion or
narrative, or evidence that is-clearly inaccurate or.erroneous, or-evidence that is not credible,
shall not constitute substantial evidence. Substantial-evidence shall include facts, reasonable
assumptions predicated upon facts, and expert opinion supported by facts.” (emphasis added)

' The City’s conclusion was based on the Court of Appeal decision in Fairview Neighbors v. County of Ventura
(1999) 70.CA 4™ 238. This case involved a mining operation that wasproposing new xmprovements but:at the: time.
the applxcauon was-deemed complete-and when the environmental analysis was commenced, the mining opcratnon
was.not in full use. The appellants:argued shat the bascline should.be the trips generated at the time the mining
expansion.application’s environmental analysis is commeneced. -However, the Court ruled that the EIR :appropriately
assumed the existing traffic impact level (baseline).to be the traffic generated when the mine-operated at full
capacity pursuant to the entitlement previously permitted by its Conditional Use Permit (CUP-1328). The court
concluded that discussing the possible environmental effects of the -expanded ‘mining operation project based on
actual traffic counts- would have been misleading and illusory under the facts.

* ATE's “Revised Traffic, Circulation and parking Study for the Santa Barbara Cottage Hospltal Foundation
Workforce Housing Project’ dated May 6, 2004, did NOT include the approved Medlcal Office Building traffic as
part of theirtraffic baseline analysis. ATE only utilized the permitted 85-bed hospital facility and the permitted 9
bed convent facility as part of their traffic baseline analysis.
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‘3. Cumulative Impacts

Ms. Rae claims that the proposed Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce
Housing Project miust be linked to the: reconstruction of Cottage Hospital. Howevetr, the two
projects are entirely separate.and are clearly not part of the same:project. The reconstruction. of
Cottage Hospital is a modernization.of the existing hospital fac1hty to comply-with Senate Bill
1953, which requires all acute care hospitals to satisfy new seismic requirements. The
"Workforce'.I—IOur;ing._P‘rdject:is. praposed by Cottage-to address:their existing employee (retention
and recruiting) due to the extremely high cost of housing in the South Coast community. There
is no link or-connection between the two pro;ects Nelthcr project depends on.the other in order
to proceed.

A draft EIR on the acuté care Hospital Project is scheduled'to be released in a‘month or so. The
‘Workforce Housing Project is just beginning its review. T

ificant Traffic Im acts

4. Mitigation of Sigy

Ms. Rae claims that the proposed.Santa Barbara Cottage.Hospital Foundation Workforce
Housing Project will create significant traffic impacts, and as such, enforceable mitigation
measures.must bé. required. However, as indicated above, ATE’s Traffic Report concluded that
the proposed Workforce Housing Project will actually result in a.349 daily trip reduction on-area
streets and intersections,.thereby creafing a net beneficial trafficimpact. In this regard, no traffic
mitigations are required. The fact that Cottage Hospital is.offering to include a :shuttle program-
as-part of the Workforce Housing Project Description (which will be an enforceable condition
notwithstanding 8B 437), shows that Cottage.is voluntarily going above and beyond what is
required to address neighborhood issues/concerns and to accommodate their employees who will
be living on the property.

5. County Bow! Parking Impacts

Ms. Rae claims that there are parking problems:in the.neighborhood when there. are concerts at
the-County Bowl, and that-this should be considered part of the existing baseline. As indicated
in ATE’s Traffic-and Parking Report (referenced above), the proposed Santa Barbara Cottage
‘Hospital F oundation Workforce Housing Project is providinig 265 parking spaces for residents
and visitors, and the demand is anticipated-to be 184-241 parking spaces. In‘this regard ‘the
project is providing between 24-81 parking spaces in excess-of anticipated demand (NOT taking
into.consideration ANY).on-street. parkmg spaces. Therefore, the proposed Workforce Housing
Project is-actually anticipated to result in improving the emstmg perceived parking problem in
-the area.

6. Piecemealing

Ms. Rae claims that the City recently approved a lot split mvolving the property, and that this lot
split should have been evaluated in the context of the EIR for the Workforce Housing Project.
Ms. Rae is:confused regarding the details of the Project. The City has NOT recently approved a
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lot split involvingthe property. The City Council DID initiate a.Zoning Designation Change.on
the property affecting the C-O and R-2 zoning boundaries on the-subject property. This is a
Zoning Boundary *clean-up” fequest (that does:not-change the allowances on the subject
property, but rather allows the creation of legal conforming lots, where non-conformmg lots

.. presently exist). The zoning request, and legal conforming: lots request, is part of the Workforce
Housing Project apphcauon and will be consxdered in the CEQA document for the Project.

7. Release of Hazardous Matcnals Dunnngemohtx on/Construction

Ms ‘Rae-claims that a.detailed analysis of the site should be: undertaken _prior to the Draft EIR,
‘including soil samples paint, insulation, carpets-and the like to determine the extent of hazardous
‘materials:and carcinogens that exist may on the:site, The City will determine, as part:of the
‘Scoping Hearing, the extent to which these studies are necessary to be in¢luded.ini the CEQA
document.

8. Alternatives

Ms. Rae claims that the City should evaluate various alternatives in the EIR. The City will
determine, as part of the CEQA process, whether there are-any significant environmental effects
of the.Project,.and if so, the Alternatives:that should be in¢luded in the CEQA document which

..would aveid or substantially lessen. any of the:significant effects. of the Project”. Gmdelmes
Sectlon 15.126. 6(a)

9. EIR is:Required Under CEQA

Ms. Rae claims that an EIR is required under CEQA, based upon CEQA. Section 15164 (fair
argument/substantial evidence). 1bélieve she meant to-cite-CEQA Section 15064. However, as
indicated above, there does not.appearto be.a fair argument or substantial evidence that there
could be a significant impact relating to any of the issues raised by Ms. Rae. However, the final
decision/conclusion-will be made by the Gity, based.on the evidence at the upcoming Scoping
Meeting.

Thank you in advance for your consideration of thése matters, should you have any questions
regarding this letter, please do not hesitate to-call'meat 963-0755.

DEF:1b

cc: - Ms. Barbara Shelton (via e<mail)
Mr. Ron Biscaro (via e-mail)
Mr. Xen Marshall (via e-mail)
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Dear Ms. Grant:
I am writing about the Environmental Scoping Hearing for the Cottage Hospital
Building project at the former St. Francis Hospital on July 29%.

I have several concerns about the size of this project in relationship to the
neighborhood but will just be addressing parking in this letter.

It has been announced that Cotrage intends to build 115 units on this property.
Apparently the number of “guest” parking spots required by the city is 29 and thar is what
they plan to- provide. This may not be the time or place to address the city’s code but that is
not enough spaces to keep all the overflow parking off the surrounding streets. Many people
own more than 1 car and that is all that the developers are planning on. Also, they have not
considered that people may have more than 1 adult per bedroom. So a one bedroom unit
may need 2 spaces and a 2 bedroom unit may have 2-4 cars (or more!). If there is not
adequate resident parking, the guest spaces will be used or these extra cars will be parked on
the street. In either case, overflow parking will be pushed onto the public streets.

At this time, there is no parking allowed in front of the project site on Micheltorena
Street. I imagine that this will remain in effect after the project is built. So where will all the
extra cars park? As I was walking down Laguna Street just below Micheltorena Street this
week, I noticed that the street was all parked up. Where are all the cars going to park once
the new 18 unit project there is completed? (this project is also under parked in my opinion
although it too meets the City’s minimum requirement). These 2 projects are within 2 city
blocks of each other!

I think thar all these dense building projects need to be looked at together not just
individually. Their synergistic impact will be profound on the neighborhood. Together they
will squeeze local neighborhoods out of parking and create more local traffic. I invite all the
planners to come walk around and see what the current parking situation is. |

Thank you for your consideration.

.

Jennifer Miller
706 East Victoria Street
Santa Barbara, CA 93103

Y7



Ind Page
DISTRIBUTED TO: DATE: ZZ?_/XZO‘f gelofl
PLANNING COMMISSION (7) :

JAN HUBBELL, SR. PLANNER

SCOTT VINCENT, ASST. CITY ATTY. -
SE PLANNER APPLICANT{'S) AGENT

PC SECRETARY

Subject: FW: Saint Francis Housing Project

From: Aaron Spechler [mailto:Aaron@bssmco.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 27, 2004 7:06 PM

To: Grant, Jessica

Subject: Saint Francis Housing Project

Dear Ms. Grant, «

| understand you are the appropriate person to email my support of Cottage Hospital's
proposed Saint Francis project. | will not be able to attend the Thursday hearing. |suspect
that my reasons for supporting the project are similar to those of others — the need for housing
in general and for medical staff in particular (although similar assistance for firefighters, police,
and other “first responders” etc is also urgently needed...)

| am not exactly a “neighbor” but | do live fairly close — near Olive and Victoria — | can presently
see the hospital from my bungalow’s front yard. Also, | happen to be on the Board of a smali
hospital in Santa Barbara, so | know how very difficult it is to keep hospitals operating in
California much less Santa Barbara and that retaining nurses and other hospital workers is
very expensive — if you can even find them. So that is a little of the special perspective | bring
to this issue. As far as | can see, Cottage has gone way beyond the call of duty to try to make
this project happen — from lots of perspectives — money, resources, possible bad public
relations, etc etc...so they deserve a lot of support and | suspect that most of the public — even
those living closer to the project, if they have followed the process, support Cottage. | did
attend several of the meetings at St Francis and one at City Hall. From my viewpoint, .
objections raised to the project were answered satisfactorily...unless one could only be
satisfied if the site were made into a park or the Hospital were reopened...and that is not
realistic. And any less density would require even more subsidy from Cottage and they have
to rebuild their hospital site...

Anyway, that is my thinking and it may not really address the concerns you must balance, but |
thought | would send it you anyway. If you can forward this email to council members, | would
appreciate it, as | do not have their email addresses handy.

Yours truly,

Aaron Spechler

—~tm A AN E %
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Jessica Grant, Associate Planner

City of Santa Barbara - Planning Division
630 Garden Street

Santa Barbara, CA 93102

Re: EIR - 601 Micheltorena Street

Members of the Santa Barbara City Planning Commission,

My name is Michael Steady and I live on the 300 block of East Arrellaga Street. 1 am
writing to express my concern about the planned demolition of the former St. Francis
hospital and the potential for the release of hazardous material into the adjacent
neighborhoods.

According to the Planning Division Staff Report, there is just such a potential and has
qualified it by stating that it could have a ‘significant impact’ to these neighborhoods
including the release of asbestos, PCBs, lead from older paints and plumbing, mercury
from old lighting fixtures, and heavy metals from in and around the soil.

The Initial Study/Environmental Checklist prepared by the same staff cited the ‘risk of
accidental explosion or release of hazardous substances (including but not limited to oil,
pesticides, chemicals or radiation). :

I am quite alarmed to read this (but not surprised) and hope and trust you will do your
duty to keep the neighborhood communities out of harm’s way.

I also read in the Initial Study/Environmental Checklist that a more comprehensive
assessment would be required to determine exactly the type and amount of hazardous
materials present to better specify measures to be taken to manage material handling and
exposure and proper disposal. 1 completely agree and look forward to reviewing this next
level of assessment.

Of course, this begs the question, how does one keep asbestos, or other toxic or
carcinogenic dusts from becoming air born during a demolition of this magnitude?

Containment has to be the key.
With the size of the demolition to be undertaken and the proximity to neighborhoods with
small children, I ask that you demand of Cottage the constant monitoring of particulates

released into the air during demolijtion. My five-month-old baby would want nothing
less.
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The irony of a health care institution endangering the health of even a single neighbor.is
not lost on this one. This brings to mind the creed of the medical profession, ‘First, do
no harm’.

I would like to suggest further that you oblige Cottage to do the demolition work during
the winter months when doors and windows in the neighborhoods will be shut.

I would also like to see Cottage apprise the neighbors of the dates of demolition well in
advance so that those who can and wish to can vacate temporarily.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.
Sincerely,

Michael Steady

322 East Arrellaga Street

Santa Barbara, CA 93101
805.963.1045

39



DISTRIBUTED TO: DATE: Z!QQ‘ 0\(

PLANNING COMMISSION (7)
JAN HUBBELL, SR. PLANNER

SCOTT VINCENT, ASST. CITY ATTY. B ECE]! \I ED

\_-CASE PLANNER APPLICANT('S) AGENT
PC SECRETARY

Cheri & John McKinney _ *'$ 20

ITY OF 34 .
610 E. Victoria Street M Santa Batbara W California 93103 PL?I\TNSIQ'(;ITS (CARBARA
(805) 963-7037 M Fax (805) 564-7793 M cheri@thetrailmaster.com SION

July 19, 2004

Ms. Jessica Grant %
Associate Planner .
City of Santa Barbara Planning Division A

Post-Office Box 1990
Santa Barbara, CA 93102-1990

Re: Scope of EIR for Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce
Housing Project i

Dear Ms. Grant:

We are writing to request that a complete Environmental Impact Report be prepared for
consideration of the project proposed at 601 E. Micheltorena Street, known as the “Santa
Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project.” Substantial evidence
exists that this project will pose significant environmental impacts to the neighborhood
and that it will significantly degrade the quality of life of the individuals who live there.

Even the simplest review of the information regarding this project reveals a fair argument
based on substantial evidence that significant impacts may occur and they require a
thorough and comprehensive Environmental Impact Report.

As an interested party (since 1993, we have lived at the corner of Victoria and
Salsipuedes, three blocks from the site), we have many concerns that we believe must be
addressed in the Environmental Scoping process, leading to the inevitable conclusion that
the City should require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report. Specifically,
they include:

1. The baseline used to determine trafficair quality and noise impacts.lt is our
understanding, according to CEQA Guidefines 15125, subd. (a), that “a draft EIR must
include a description of the physical environmental conditions in the vicinity of

the project as they exist at the time...the environmental analysis is commenced.” Of
course, what we’re dealing with now is a closed-down hospital with virtually no traffic. It
is inappropriate to use the proposed trips that may have occurred if an

approved medical building had been built. CEQA does not permit use of a non-existent,
hypothetical baseline environmental setting based on a project that was never built. The
traffic and other impacts of the medical building never occurred, and thus it is
inappropriate under CEQA to use this baseline. As a result of using the incorrect CEQA
baseline, the predicted traffic impacts of the project are substantially underestimated.
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2. The socio-economic impacts of this project must be considered within the context
of an EIR. CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(e) requires the City to consider the physical
environmental changes resulting from socio-economic impacts, if any, in an EIR. As a
result of this proposed project, and its impacts of traffic, circulation, and density out-of-
keeping with the nearby neighborhood, the destabilization of the surrounding
neighborhood has already occurred. Such destabilization will continue as residents
contemplate and act in response to the negative impacts posed by enormously increased
traffic, parking problems, circulation and degradation of the neighborhood character,
leading to a reduced quality of life for all who live within the neighborhood. A significant
number of homes along Micheltorena Street and beyond have already been placed on the
market, and continued concerns about the additional stresses placed on this established
neighborhood by the proposed project are forcing more neighbors to consider leaving
their homes. The burdens placed on this neighborhood are inappropriately large, due to
the size and scope of this project. The high turnover caused by the proposed project is a
socio-economic impact that results in indirect physical environmental impacts; sold
homes are often torn down and replaced by larger homes which degrade views, impair
traffic and result in other environmental impacts.

3. The EIR must Analyze Cumulative Impacts. The workforce housing project on
Micheltorena and the reconstruction of Cottage Hospital must be considered linked and
part of the same project because they are components of the same undertaking by Cottage.
In addition, impacts of one are related to the other. In the area of parking, for example, it
is obvious that parking places are being constructed for the same vehicles in
neighborhoods that are less than a two-mile walk apart from each other, yet there is as of
now, no incentive offered for Cottage Hospital employees who choose to maintain a car-
free lifestyle.

4. Mitigation of Significant Traffic Impacts. We expect a comprehensive traffic
analysis in the EIR that includes extensive mitigation efforts that go far beyond the mere
promise of a shuttle service. While shuttles may help reduce traffic somewhat, employee
trip reduction programs are legally unenforceable. A shuttle system or trip reduction
program is legally unenforceable pursuant to SB#437. 1t is thus not legally enforceable as
a mitigation measure pursuant to-CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(a) (2). Therefore, if
the project is approved, the City must require enforceable traffic mitigation measures in
addition to shuttles, and/or feasible project alternativés that reduce the 1, 023 average
daily trips and enormous traffic impacts this project will bring to the neighborhood.

S. County Bowl as part of Existing Environmental Setting. As the applicant admitted

during a public meeting on Tuesday, July 13, its development team had not even
considered traffic and parking impacts to this neighborhood generated by attendees of
County Bowl performances. As every resident of this neighborhood is well-aware, during
the ever-increasing schedule of performances at the County Bowl, there is already no
street parking to be found—all the way up to the St. Francis site. Unlike the City’s
proposed CEQA baseline, this existing constrained situation is part of the existing
physical environmental baseline. As a result, the EIR must analyze impacts in light of
this, and should conclude that any increase in parking demand and traffic during
performances will result in significant impacts.
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6. Piecemealing. The City recently approved a lot split involving this property. That lot
split is linked to this property; it facilitates this project. Development of the resuilting lot
will cause impacts relating to views, noise and traffic. The impacts of the lot split should
have been analyzed in the context of the EIR for the Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital
Foundation Workforce Housing Project. Since it was considered previously in a
piecemeal fashion, the City should re-analyze the effects of the lot split, including
development of the remainder parcel, in this Draft EIR, either as part of the prolect or, at
a minimum, in a cumulative impact analysis.

7. Concerns about hazardous materials released during the demolition and
construction period. We request a thorough, detailed analysis of the site prior to release
of the Draft EIR, including soil samples, paint, insulation, carpets, and the like to
determine the extent of hazardous materials and carcinogens that exist on the site.
Additionally, we request a full evaluation of how those materials can best be

contained to insure the short-and long-term health of neighborhood residents who will be
exposed throughout a lengthy demolition and construction period. Because of the
applicant’s plan to provide even more extensive underground parking than before, we
have even more concern about containment of particulate matter during the extensive
excavation process. These issues should be thoroughly analyzed in the Draft EIR.

Feasible mitigation measures and alternatives that could avoid or lessen these impacts
should be analyzed in sufficient detail to facilitate City approval without supplemental
review. Specifically, an alternative that retains and reuses rather than demolishes the
building should be analyzed at a project level of detail.

Air quality and health issues merit particular concern in this specific neighborhood
because of the significant number of residents who are at home during the workday when
the demolition and construction impacts will occur. They include the elderly, children at
home with their caregivers and a large number of individuals who work at home-based
businesses. Seniors and children are susceptible to numerous respiratory conditions
caused or exacerbated by degraded air quality.

8. Alternatives

(A) Retain Existing Building The City should evaluate the feasibility of an alternative
that retains the existing building in order to minimize the potentially significant impacts
of demolitions (e.g. air quality, traffic, noise, hazardous materials). Alternative uses of the
building are many, including, but not limited to, rental housing, retirement living, medical
uses, a research institute, and the like.

" '(B) Reduced Project Size In order to accommodate the project’s underlying objectives
and mitigate impacts such as traffic, noise, air pollution and views, we propose that one
way to mitigate these substantial environmental impacts is to reduce the number of units
in this housing project from the proposed number of 115 units to 60 while still retaining
the proposed mix of workforce and market-rate units (i.e. 70%: 30%)._
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Dear Ms Grant:

The purpose of this letter is to let you know of my strong support for the proposed
project to build housing on the site of the former St Francis Hospital.

First let me say that, although an apartment dweller, 1 consider myself as much a
"neighbor" of the proposed project as those who own their homes. I've lived in this
same apartment for 15 years and do not expect to move in the foreseeable future.
Admittedly, living at the foot of Alta Vista Road {at Anapamu) 1'd be farther from the
inconveniences that will unavoidably attend the tear-down and construction phases
of the project. However, sound barriers, hosing-down (for dust abatement), as wvell
as other reasonable measures can surely mitigate to a significant degree the annoy-
ances that will happen. | also acknowledge that moving is easier for me in the
unlikely event that unforeseen, unbearable things happen after this project; further-
more, | need not worry about possible decrease in property values. Frankly, it
escapes me how replacing with residences a huge commercial business located in the
middle of a residential neighborhood could reasonably be expected to adversely affect
guality of life and/or property values that the NIMBYS so fear.

Having said all that, the main reason I’m for this project is that it probably represents
the last {only?) opportunity for the City to provide a substantial amount of reason-
ably-priced housing for middle-class workers, given the essentially "built-out”
condition here.

With ali the talik by poiiticians about the nousing "crisis® in Santa Barbara, it’s beyond
imagining that this project would be denied -- that is, if planners and politicians are
actually serious about doing something meaningful to alleviate such crisis. The only
other housing remedy of any significance that's come down the pike is the State-
mandated requirement of allowing construction (and permitting of existing illegal)
backyard "granny” flats. And, as expected, even this has come under fire from the
NIMBYS. The so-called "inclusionary™ provision that requires builders of multiple-unit
projects to set-aside "X" number of "affordable” units is nothing more than a sham
that presumably affords political cover for those who have no intention of addressing
the problem in any meaningful way. The "inclusionary” moniker for this policy is
simply a euphemism for extortion. | was highly amused by the letter in the News-
Press (July 29) from Mr. Robert Pearson. In it he claims that the policy results only
in extorting (my word) from the developers; he offers absolutely no proof of this.
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Frankly, | doubt he can offer such proof. In a housing market where bidding wars
occur over tear-down, 30’s-era cottages that ultimately sell for a million dollars, and
run-of-the-mill condos go for more than $700,000, where pray tell is the incentive for
developers to "eat” the extorted money instead of just passing it on to the market-
rate buyers. Moreover, beside its unfairness aspect, this inclusionary policy. cannot
possibly provide any significant dent in the available housing compared with what
would result from the St Francis project; anyone who thinks otherwise is either
dreaming, stupid, or a liar.

My last word on this is: If the City Council rejects the St Francis site housing project
(even with additional reasonable concessions to minimize/eliminate valid adverse
effects on the neighborhood), the Council members can just quit talking about lack of
affordable housing in this town. Anyone with a shred of common sense (AND
. ABSENCE OF NIMBVYISM), will shrug.off further rheteric on the:stibject as simply the. .
usual political baloney. ‘ o

ry truly yours
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July 28, 2004

Honorable Members of the Planning Commission
City of Santa Barbara

C/o Ms. Jessica Grant

P.O. Box 1990

Santa Barbara, CA 93102-1990

Re.: Cottage Health System Proposal for St. Francis Site
Case Number: MST2003-00827

Honorable Members of the Planning Commission:

The environmental review of the housing proposed by Cottage Health System at the
former St. Francis Hospital site should identify and assess all potential project impacts to -
the neighborhood and community. The large size and high density of the proposal sets a-- - -
precedent for the Upper Eastside neighborhood. It is for reasons stated in this letter that I,_ o
a neighbor, have serious concerns about the project.

Cottageinitiallyproposed up to 181 housing units on 7.4 acres and then modified the
plan for 141 units on 6 acres. The current plan is for 116 units on 6 acres. The design of
the project has changed significantly in the course of the last year, from reusing the
existing parking structures by building units over them (which I thought made good
design sense), to the current plan that demolishes the existing buildings consisting of over
185,000 square feet floor area. The potential re-use of the hospital should be carefully
studied. I recommend that a structural engineer’s analysis, including lateral and gravity
load calculations substantiate, whether or not, the {OSHPD approved) parking structures
and other building elements can feasibly be upgraded and integrated into the design.
Cottage has said that it would not be economical to adaptively reuse the hospital building
complex by converting it into housing. As justification, the structural analysis should be
included in the environmental review.

The key reason for the review process is environmental protection. Basic policies for
environmental protection are set forth in the California Environmental Quality Act of
1970 (CEQA). CEQA provides that the state should “take all action necessary to provide
the: peuple ‘of-this: state : with clean. air.and water, enjoyment of natural, scenic, and
historical environmental .qualities....and preserve for future. generations representations:of
all.plant:and animal communities-and examples of the major periods- of California -
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Dear Ms Grant:

The purpose of this letter is to let you know of my strong support for the proposed
project to build housing on the site of the former St Francis Hospital..

First let me say that, although an apartment dweller, | consider myself as much. a
"neighbor” of the proposed project as those who-own their homes. F've lived in this
same apartment for 15 years and do not expect to move in the foreseeable future.
Admittedly, living at the foot of Alta Vista Road (at Anapamu) I'd be farther from the
inconveniences that will unavoidably attend the tear-down and construction phases
of the project. However, sound barriers, hosing-down (for dust abatement), as well
as other reasonable measures can surely mitigate to a significant degree the annoy—'
ances that will happen. | also acknowledge that moving is easier for me in the
unlikely event that unforeseen, unbearable things happen after this project; further-
more, | need not worry about possible decrease in property values. Frankly, it
escapes me how replacing with residences a huge commercial business located in the
middle of a residential neighborhood could reasonably be expected to adversely affect '
quality of life and/or property values that the NIMBYS so fear.

Having said al} that, the main reason |’'m for this project is that it probably represents
the last (only?) opportunity for the City to provide a substantial amount of reason-
ably-priced housing for middie-class workers, given the essentially "bunlt out"
condmon here.

'With all the talk by politicians about the housing "crisis” in Santa Barbara, it's beyond
imagining that this project would be denied -- that is, if-planners and politicians are
actually serious about doing something meaningful to alleviate such crisis. The only
other housing remedy of any significance that’s come down the pike is the State-
mandated requirement of allowing construction (and permitting of existing illegal)
backyard "granny" flats. And, as expected, even this has come under fire from the
‘NIMBYS. The so-called "inclusionary” provision that requires builders of multiple-unit
projects to set-aside "X" .number of "affordable™ units is nothing more than a sham
that presumably affords. political cover for those who have no intention of addressing
the problem in any meaningful way. The "inclusionary” moniker for this policy is
simply a euphemism for extortion. 1 was highly amused by the letter in the News-
Press (July 29) from Mr. Robert Pearson. In it he claims that the policy resuits only
in extorting (my word) from the developers; he -offers absolutely no proof of this.
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history.” It provides further that loss of resources be avoided or mitigated. Below I have
listed what I believe are the significant resources that will be impacted by the project.

Traffic and Parking

Cottage Health System argues that there will be less traffic after project construction than
before St. Francis Hospital was closed in 2003. In 2002 St. Francis Hospital had an
average d aily census o f only 40 patients. ] would think that 116 units of new housing
should contain more occupants (with cars) than the former use (inclusive of hospital
staff). Therefore, I believe that the project may create more traffic than we experience '
now or even did two years ago. Increased traffic increases the neighbors’ concerns for
pedestrian safety and air quality.

Average daily trips at AM. and P.M. rates are likely to be out-of-balance with the
. existing trip -situation. This is because Cottage Hospital employee/residents will be
. working A.M. and P.M. shifts. It is-my belief that the greater majority of existing.
employed neighborhood residents are on a “9 to 5 workday.

.. As a mitigation measure, the idea of a shuttle bus seems well intended. But how will it
provide remedy for the problems created by motor vehicle trips to other than job related
activities, or trips by non-cottage employee residents, or by visitors? If shuttle serviceisa .
condition of the project, proper enforcement, maintenance and monitoring of it present °
additional problems.

In our neighborhood it is already difficult, at times, to find vacant street parking space.
Many of the existing condominiums and apartments exacerbate the problem because, like
many of the single-family properties, their garages.are used for purposes other.than motor
vehicle storage.

The periodic events held at the nearby Santa Barbara County Bowl and High School
should be factored into the offsite parking analysis. Event-goers generate roving traffic .
and consistently fill all available street parking from Anapamu St. up Alta Vista Rd. to
Micheltorena St. and along the 600 block of Sola St.

The traffic analysis/parking demand analysis needs to show how the project can be made
consistent with the City’s Circulation Element.
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Construction Activities

Negative environmental impacts would include increased air pollution due to
construction equipment exhaust emissions and dust. There would be added noise, greater
demand on existing utilities and increased wear to public pavements. Traffic safety in the
neighborhood would be compromised due to increased heavy equipment at already
unsafe street intersections.

The extent of impacts will be tied directly to the amount of demolition that the project
will generate and the length of its construction time. These items should be addressed, in
detail, in environmental review.

The neighborhood is already experiencing large negative impacts due to the CPH Laguna
Court Project. These include increased traffic congestion, unsafe conditions for -
pedestrians and inconveniences related to street closures and continuing sidewalk
closures by the construction. How will these types of impacts be mitigated in the subject

proposal that will be at least six times the size of the Laguna Court? '

Visual Resources
The St. Francis site’s current larger landscaped open spaces would be chopped into
smaller bits by the numerous clusters of work-force housing units. This may result in less
actual open space.

Mountain, city and o cean views w ould b e p ermanently changed. C ottage h as stated in
public meetings that “not everyone is going to be able to keep their ocean view.” The
elimination of mature trees, would also affect views.

The surrounding residential neighborhood’s established architectural rhythm, consisting
primarily of single-family. historic crafisman bungalows, historic mission revival cottages
and Victorians would be also compromised if clustered units are to be built by customary
methods. The sheer density would render the development incompatible with: 1) existing
open space patterns (for instance relatively large front and side yards, not elevated
decks); 2) the distribution of driveways (for example, narrow driveways down the side of
lots to typical detached garages) and 3) pedestrian routes (that is, public sidewalks with
landscaped medians). The existing developed land pattern is consistent, however there is
no lack of architectural individuality in our neighborhood. How will the project’s
negative impact to the scenic quality of neighborhood identity be mitigated?
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Historical Resources

The older portion of the St. Francis Hospital dates to just after the 1925 earthquake.
CEQA policies, stimulated by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), specify
criteria for the quality of historical significance. Historical significance at the St. Francis
site should be carefully reviewed with regard to CEQA and NEPA criteria.

‘The neighborhood adjacent to the project, known as Bungalow Haven, is currently being
considered for protection under the Demolition Review Ordmance and Other Historic
District Regulations. The St. Francis project should be reviewed relative to the Bungalow
Haven proposal now before the City.

\Y ly Y

e Dowty, A'; A

632 East Sola St.
Santa Barbara, CA 93103
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RECEIVED

28 July 2004

Mr. Ron Biscaro, VP for Housing
Cottage Health System

POB 689

Santa Barbara, CA 93102-0689

Re: Affordable housing on St. Francis Hospital site.
Dear Mr. Biscaro:

As adjacent property owners, we have followed with interest your organization’s pian to construct
“affordable housing” for your employees. This issue is critical for nearly all communities, including
ours, where most employee recruitment and retention is nearly impossible, primarily due to housing
cost. Any attempt to truly solve this dilemma is commendable.

Having also seriously considered this challenge, we are curious how this can be accomplished in the
current housing marketplace. With land cost, construction cost, property taxes, fees, commissions,
insurance rates, market escalation, and lack of govemment or philanthropic subsidy, all beyond a
developer’s control, how does Cottage Health System expect to accomplish these wishes? What
examples of economic success with this problem in California can you specifically cite?

You also state that you would sell the units to employees. Any resale, other than perhaps back to
Cottage Health System or another controlling entity, would immediately go to the market price, which
would appear to negate the longer term intent of your proposed program.

it seems only a subsidized unit lease arrangement, perhaps backed by a foundation or some other
non-profit or philanthropic entity, would allow below market costs to be offered or to continue.

Without some intelligent and clearly stated plan to guarantee maintaining “affordable” housing, we find
it difficult to consider your announced plans remotely achievable.

Perhaps a thorough marketing program and an honest community relations effort should be
developed and succinctly presented. The usual architect’'s and developer’s pitch used to date seems
inappropriate and outdated. ‘

We would appreciate leaming more of the possible economic basis for this proposal.

Sincerely,
‘Gary Sprague . Michelle McHugh
Cc#»Community Development Department,

Mayor’s office
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The Reduced Size Alternative merits full consideration under CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.6(a). The project would still provide a significant number of housing units,
meeting most of the underlying project objectives. Given the project economics,
including sales price, carrying costs, permit processing and environmental review costs,
and development costs, a 60-unit alternative appears feasible. Finally, it would
substantially reduce the environmental impacts in terms of traffic, parking, air quality
general congestion, and aesthetics.

9. An EIR is required pursuant to CEQA. This project requires an EIR. Under CEQA,
a lead agency shall prepare an EIR when a fair argument can be made, based on
substantial evidence in the record as a whole, that a project MAY have a significant effect
on the environment, even if other evidence suggests the project will not have a significant
effect. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15164) This fair argument standard is a low standard
for requiring an EIR because CEQA requires the application of caution by a lead agency
when a project MIGHT have a significant impact. The proposed project—the most
massive building demolition and reconstruction project proposed in Santa Barbara since
the 1925 earthquake—poses a complex set of environmental impacts that warrant
consideration in an EIR. The City’s NOP is for an EIR—not a Negative Declaration—and
it identifies a range of potentially significant impacts. The NOP itself suggests the
potential for an array of significant impacts, and thus supports the need for preparation of
an EIR.

The project involves creating a neighborhood right in the middle of a neighborhood, one
significantly inhabited by at-risk populations of children and the elderly, and dealing with
hazardous substances and known carcinogens. The short-and long-term effects of the
demolition of a huge building, the construction of a massive new neighborhood and the
introduction of a major new traffic pattern must be carefully analyzed. Alternatives must
be considered as potentially viable ways to reduce these impacts. If only a Negative
Declaration is required, this decision will not only violate CEQA, it would eliminate °
consideration of any project alternatives and would thus take away valid options for the
City to reduce the environmental impacts to the public.

Interested parties have testified repeatedly before the planning commission, at City
Council and at four neighborhood meetings conducted by Cottage Health Systems. City
Staff, the project’s promoters, and residents alike have heard time and again about the
concerns about this project’s environmental impacts. It is now time for the City to require
that the objections posed in public testimony and expressed in this letter be fully and
completely addressed.

If ever a project required a comprehensive Environmental Impact Report (that includes a
comprehensive general plan consistency analysis with all applicable policies) this is the

one.
Sincerely, % '
@{M« /éfua/ <

Cheri Rae and John M¢Kinney
Cc: Planning Commission Members; Mayor Marty Blum and City Council Members; Allied Neighborhood
Association; Bungalow Haven Neighborhood Association; Riviera Neighborhood Association; Citizens
Planning Association

\
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Appendix C

Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation
Workforce Housing Project

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan






COTTAGE HOSPITAL FOUNDATION HOUSING PROJECT
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

PURPOSE

The purpose of the Cottage Hospital Foundation Housing Project Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (MMRP) is to ensure compliance with all mitigation measures identified the
EIR and Initial Study to mitigate or avoid potentially significant adverse environmental impacts
resulting from the proposed project. The implementation of this MMRP shall be accomplished
by City staff and the project developer's consultants and representatives. The program shall
apply to the following phases of the project: :

. Plan and specification preparation

. Pre-construction conference

. Construction of the site improvements
. Post Construction

I RESPONSIBILITIES AND DUTIES

A qualified representative of the developer, approved by the City Planning Division and
paid for by the developer, shall be designated as the Project Environmental Coordinator
(PEC). The PEC shall be responsible for assuring full compliance with the provisions of
this mitigation monitoring and reporting program to the City. The PEC shall have
authority over all other monitors/specialists, the contractor, and all construction personnel
for those actions that relate to the items listed in this program.

It is the responsibility of the contractor to comply with all mitigation measures listed in
the attached MMRP matrix. Any problems or concerns between monitors and
construction personnel shall be addressed by the PEC and the contractor. The contractor
shall prepare a construction schedule subject to the review and approval of the PEC. The
contractor shall inform the PEC of any major revisions to the construction schedule at
least 48 hours in advance. The PEC and contractor shall meet on a weekly basis in order
to assess compliance and review future construction activities.

A. PRE-CONSTRUCTION BRIEFING

The PEC shall prepare a pre-construction project briefing report. The report shall
include a list of all mitigation measures and a plot plan delineating all sensitive
areas to be avoided. This report shall be provided to all construction personnel.

The pre-construction briefing shall be conducted by the PEC. The briefing shall
be attended by the PEC, construction manager, necessary consultants, Planning
Division Case Planner, Public Works representative and all contractors and
subcontractors associated with the project. Multiple pre-construction briefings
shall be conducted as the work progresses and a change in contractor occurs.

The MMRP shall be presented to those in attendance. The briefing presentation
shall include project background, the purpose of the MMRP, duties and
responsibilities of each participant, communication procedures, monitoring
criteria, compliance criteria, filling out of reports, and duties and responsibilities
of the PEC and project consultants.

C:\Documents and Settings\Owner\My Documents\Cottage Hosp Housing\MMRP.doc



Cottage Hospital Foundation Housing Project

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Page 3 of 3

d. Any technical reports required, such as noise measurements.
e. A list of all project mitigation monitors.
MMRP MATRIX

The following MMRP Matrix describes each initial study mitigation measSure,
monitoring activities and the responsibilities of the various parties, along with the
timing and frequency of monitoring and reporting activities., For complete
language of each condition, the matrix should be used in conjunction with the
mitigation measures described in full in the Initial Study.

The MMRP Matrix is intended for used by all parties involved in monitoring the
project mitigation measures, as well as project contractors and others working in
the field. The Matrix should be used as a compliance checklist to aid in
compliance verification and monitoring requirements. A copy of the MMRP
matrix shall be kept in the project file as verification that compliance w1th all
mitigation measures has occurred.
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM MATRIX
Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | Verification
Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check
AQ-1a Site Wgtenng. Areas of the Pfolec‘ site SUbJ.ECt Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Throughout the | Atbuilding plan | Report weekly Planning
{0 clearing, gradlng, earth moving or excavation Contractor shown on grading and workday during check & during project Division &
shal.l be kept sufficiently moist, through the use building plans and project throughout all development. Building and
of either water trucks or sprmklgr systems, to implemented at the development development Safety
prevent dust from leaving the site. Water trucks project site activities
or sprinkler systems shall also be used to keep
on-site roads (paved and unpaved) damp
enough to prevent dust from the leaving the
project site. At a minimum, this shall include
wetting down disturbed areas in the Iate
morning and after work is completed for the day.
At the end of the day, areas with disturbed soil
shalf be sufficiently moistened to create a crust.
Increased watering frequency shall be required
whenever necessary to prevent visible dust
emissions from leaving the project site.
Disturbed areas must also be kept moist during
weekends and days when no construction
activities are occurring.
AQ-1b Reclaimed Water Use. Reclaimed water shall Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Determine rec. Prior to Prior to Planning
be used for dust control if the Public Works Contractor shown on grading and water availability | demolition plan | demolition plan Division &
Director determines that it is reasonably building plans and prior to start of approval & approval Public
available. implemented at the demolition throughout alf Works
project site activities/ use project
throughout all development
project activities
development
activities
AQ-1c Stockpited Material. Stockpiles of soil and Applicant/ PEC Err:sure reqmrgment 'Z Daily Throughout all | Report weekly Planning
demolition material shall be located as far from Contractor S Fm’,n onigra mg(;jan project during project Division &
the perimeter of the projects site as possible. b u | ng ptar;s ?rt]h development development. Building and
Stockpiles shall be kept covered, moist, or Implemented at the activities Safety
treated with soil binders to prevent dust project site
emissions from leaving the project site. Y
AQ-1d On-Site Vehicle Speed Control. On-site Applicant/ PEC Er?sure reqmrernenl 13 Daily Throughout all Report weekly Planning
vehicle speeds shalf be limited to 15 miles per Contractor Shown on grading an project during project Division &
hour or less. puﬂdmg plans and development development. Building and
implemented at the activities Safety
project site
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM MATRIX
Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | verification
Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check

AQ-1e Dust Emissions From Loading. Stockpiled Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Daily Throughout ali | Report weekly Planning
soil and demolition material shall be sprayed Contractor shown on grading and project during project Division &
with water prior to and during loading into building plans and development development. Building and
transport vehicles or containers. The amount.of implemented at the activities Safety
water applied shall be sufficient to prevent project site
visible dust emissions from leaving the project
site.

AQ-1f Covered Truck Loads. Trucks transporting Appiicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Daily Throughout all | Report weekly Planning
soil, demolition material or other material Contractor shown on grading and project during project Division &
capable of resulting in fugitive dust emissions building plans and development development Building and
shall be tarped or covered while traveling to or implemented at the activities Safety
from the project site. project site
Gravel Pads. Gravel pads or similar devices ; : ; ; : . :

AQ-1g . X . Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Daily Atgradingand | Report monthl Planning
sha!l b.e mstallgd at al[vehlcle access porpts o Contractor shown on grading and building plan during projecty Division &
minimize tracking of dirt or mud onto public building plans and check & development Building and
roads. implemented at the throughout all Safety

project site project
development
activities

AQ-1h Street Sweeping. Arrellaga, Micheltorena, Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Daily Throughout all Report weekly Planning
Salsipuedes and California Streets shall be Contractor shown on aradi d ; : . o
; . . grading an project during project Division &
inspected daily throughout the' 67',‘”99'( project building plans and development development, Building and
de\{elopment period to de}ermme i thert_a are implemented at the activities Safety
project-related accumulations of mud, dirt or silt project site
on the roads. Affected road segments shall be
cleaned of such mud, dirt or silt by the use of a
street sweeper or watering truck.
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM MATRIX
Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | Verification
Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check
AQ-1i :g;: nfg?/?r:;r:)?;(g:\?;tiﬁ:?; Ccltt)a;rpi)rlgt‘e grigzg' Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is As required Weekly after Report weekly Planning
. ) \ ' Contractor shown on grading and after completion | completion of after the Division &
el:tire e;reg zf d|stgrbe(if 30|,I| Sr}?]l.l be treetl)ted o building plans and of ground ground completion of Building and
gceven ;.N'r? detr)o§|on ot soll. This may be implemented at the disturbing disturbing ground Safety
complishea by. - project site activities in each | activities in disturbing
1. Seeding and watering until grass cover is project site each project activities in each
. grown; development site development
2. Spreading soil binders; area development area
3. Sufficiently wetting the area down to form area
a crust on the surface with repeated
soakings as necessary to maintain the
crust and prevent dust pickup by the wind,
4. Other methods approved in advance by
the Air Pollution Gontrol District.
AQ-1j Zzgagiltgguestcpa;’;';ﬁ‘b'g"pg)::;v:gzo%rri]v::ays’ Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is As required As required Report Planning
o P A Contractor shown on grading and after completion | after submitted after Division &
possible to minimize areas exposed to wind 4 . : -
installed as soon as possible after grading iect sit fivities i h | disturbi disturbi
unless seeding or soii binders are used project site activities In €ac Isturbing ISrbing
’ project site activities in activities in each
development each project project site
area site development
development area
area
AQ-1k Construction Site Monitor. Construction Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Daily Daily Report weekly Planning
contractors shall designate a monitor for the Contractor shown on grading and during project Division &
dust control program. The monitor's work building plans and development. Building and
schedule shall include holiday and weekend implemented at the Safety

periods when work at the project site may not be
in progress. The name and telephone number
of such persons shall be provided to the Santa
Barbara County APCD prior to the issuance of a
grading permit.

project site
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM MATRIX
Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | verification
Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Freguency Frequency Check
AQ-1I Construction Dust Complaints. The site Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Prior to start of Daily after the Report weekly Planning
development contractor shall provide a phone Contractor implemented and demolition start of during project Division &
line that can be used by project area residence adequate follow-up activities/ demolition and | development. Building and
to register dust-related complaints at the project actions are enacted throughout all ground Safety
site. The phone line shall be answered between project disturbing
the hours of 8 a.m. and 5 p.m.,, and recorded by development activities at the
an answering machine at other times. The activities project site
phone number and an explanation of what the
phone number is for shail be posted at
construction site entrances located on Arrellaga,
Salsipuedes, Micheltorena and California
Streets. The phone number of the Santa
Barbara APCD shall also be posted. The
contractor shall be responsible for implementing
feasible dust control measures in a timely
manner in response to complaints that are
received. A log shall be kept at the project site
to document complaints that are received and
actions implemented in response to individua
complaints.
AQ-1m Requirements Provided Plans. All required Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Prior to approval | Prior to Once Planning
dust control measures shall be shown on project | Contractor shown on grading and of grading and approval of Division/
grading and building plans. building plans and building plans grading and Building and
implemented at the building plans Safety
project site
AQ-2a Diesel Engines. Heavy-duty diesel-powered Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Throughout all Once prior to Once prior to Planning
construction equipment manufactured after Contractor shown on grading and project star_t of each star_t of each Division/
1996 (with federally mandated “clean” diesel building plans and development project project Building and
engines) shall be utilized. implemented at the activities development development Safety
project site phase phase
AQ-2b Engine Size. The engine size of construction Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Thrp ughout all Once prior to Once prior to Planning
equipment shall be the minimum practical size. | Contractor shown on grading and project starf[ of each sta[t of each Division/ X i
building plans and development | project project Buidingand | -
implemented at the activities development development Safety ‘
project site phase phase
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM MATRIX
Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | verification
Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check

AQ-2¢ Equipment Use Management. The number of | Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Thr.oughout al Once ?I‘IOI’ LO Once ?nor LO Planning
pieces of construction equipment operating Contractor shown on grading and grOJect star't ot eac S‘aft oreac Division/
simultaneously shall be minimized through building plans and e\{ellgpment project project Building and
efficient management practices to ensure that implemented at the activities development development Safety
the smallest practical number is operating at project site phase phase
any one time.

AQ-2d Equipment Maintenance. Construction Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Thrpughout all Once ?nor tho Once prior LO Planning
equipment shall be properly maintained perthe | Contractor shown on grading and SFOJECI start of eac start of eac Division &
manufacturer's specifications. building plans and e\{e_lgpment project project Building and

implemented at the . activities development development Safety.
project site phase phase

AQ-2e Engine Timing. Construction equipment Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Thr.oughout al Once ?nor tho Onfte ?nor LO Planning
operating onsite shall be equipped with two to Contractor shown on grading and SI'OJe,Cl i start Ot eac sta' Ot eac Division &
four degree engine timing retard or pre- building plans and evetopmen gro;elc projec Building and
combustion chamber engines implemented at the activities evelopment development Safety

project site phase phase
‘ ; ; Ensure requirement is Throughout all Once prior to Once prior to :

AQ-2f Catalytic Converters. Catalytic converters Applicant/ PEC . . Planning
shall gtte instailed on gasoline-powered Contractor Sh?’“f” on grading and project star_t of each S‘aft of each Division &
equipment. punldmg plans and de\{ellgpment project project Building and

implemented at the activities development development Safety
roject site phase .phase
. oo : : . ; Submit to City steps Throughout all Once prior to Once prior to .
AQ-2 Diesel Emission Reduction. Diesel catalytic Applicant/ PEC ) Planning
) converters, diesel oxidation catalysts and diesel | Contractor take:n o compl)f(. Fprl grolect star_t of each staft of each Division &
particulate filters as certified and/or verified by equipment not easible to eYe.l(.)pment project project Building and
the EPA or California shall be installed, if |nstgll emission cgntrol activities development development Safety
available equipment, describe phase phase
' alternative measures fo
minimize emissions from
project site.
. . . . Ensure requirement is Throughout all Once prior to Once prior to .

AQ-2h Diesel Equipment Replacement. Diesel Applicant/ PEC . . Planning
powered((‘aqt?ipment shgll be replaced by Contractor Sh.ow.n on grading and project starj of each S‘aft of each Division
electric equipment whenever feasible. pu;ldmg plans and de\{ellgpment project project

implemented at the activities development development t
roject site phase phase

AQ-2i Minimize Employee Trips. Construction Applicant/ PEC Err:sure reqU|r§ment 'Z Trgougt]hout all Trrpugt;hout all Report monthly [ Planning
worker trips shall be minimized by requiring Contractor E f;:{n Onlgra m% an gr ]elc t g °Je|° ot during project Division &
carpooling and by providing for lunch buiiding p ar:js anh e;{e.gpmen e;{e_gpme development Building and
opportunities on-site. implemented at the activities activities Safety.

project site




COTTAGE HOSPITAL FOUNDATION HOUSING PROJECT
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM MATRIX
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Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | verification

Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check

AQ-2Zj Low VOC Coatings. Low volatile organic Applicant/ PEC Er:\sure rec:)un_r;mentlis Prior to approval 'lmermrtltent Report monthly | Planning
compound (VOC) architectural coatings shall be | Contractor shown on building plans | ¢ jiing'plans | InSpections. during building | Division &
used whenever feasible. and_ mplgmented qt the during bu}ldlng construction Building and

project site. Submit to construction Safety
City justification why not

feasible to use low VOC

coatings.

AQ-2k ‘Low Sulfur Fuel. All diesel-powered Applicant/ PEC Ret_am anq fuel receipts Thrpughout al Thr'oughout al As requested by | Planning
equipment shall use ultra-low sulfur diesel fuel. | Contractor forinspection. g; (:}:lcot et gg’gﬁf ment | O Division &

activitigs activitigs Buiding and
Safety

AQ-2l Bio-Die§eI Fue!s. If feasible, diesel-p_owergd Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Thrp_ughout all Thrloughout all Report monthly | Planning
construction equipment -used on the project site Contractor shown on grading and project project during project Division &
shall be fueled using bio-diesel fuels. building plans and development development development Building and

implemented at the activities activities Safety
project site Submit to ’
City justification why not

, feasible to use bio- fuel.

B-1 Tree Inventory. A further inventory of existing | Applicant/ PEC Ensure that required Submit Once prior to Once prior to Planning
specimen trees on the project site shall be Contractor inventory is prepared inventory prior demolition demolition Division &
performed by a qualified arborist, noting health to issuance of permit approval | permit approval | Building and
of the trees and suitability for transplanting. City Reivew inventory and demolition Safety
Based on the arborist recommendations, as recomendations for permit

“reviewed by the City Arborist, the City shall Arborist adequac : .

make a final determination regarding which quacy Reocdle E;f;dpﬁgﬁg'; E;f;dpﬁgﬁg'e‘

trees can be feasibly transplanted. orior o startof once prior to once prior to
demoition demolition demolition
activities.

B-2 Treg Protection a“‘.’ Replacementl Plan. The Applicant/ PEC Ensure plan is prepared Submit plan Approve plan Prior to approval | City Arborist
applicant shal SUb"."t a trge protection and Contractor and submitted for prior to issuance | prior to of demolition
replapement plan with project 'a’?dscape plans approval of demolition issuance of permit
for City approval. The plan shall identify trees to permit demolition .
be preserved, measures to be taken during pemmit ‘
grading and construction to protect trees, cit :
measures for replacement of trees in the Tree y
Protection and Reptacement Plan. The Arborist i . City Arbori
applicant shall submit a tree protection and Review Plan for A | Approve plan Once p norfto fy Avboris
replacement plan with project landscape plans adequacy ppr ‘:VFf pian prior to gssuarl!?'e 0
for City approval. The pian shall identify trees to priorio ISSUance | jssyance of emolition

of demolition
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Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check
be preserved, measures to be taken during permit demolition permit
grading and construction to protect trees, permit
" measures for replacement of trees in the event
of inadvertent damage or loss, and irrigation
and maintenance plans. Trees shall be
maintained for the life of the project. Tree
protection plans shall incorporate the following
measures
¢ Tree Protection Fencing. Prior to grading,
temporary protective fencing (4 feet high) Prior to aradin Weekly
shall be installed three feet outside the Applicant/ and thro%ghougt’ tthUchOUt all Planning
dripline of all trees to be preserved. Trees ; ; ) projec Division
in close proximity may be fenced as a Contractor | PEC sEf?c?v%Leorr? %ﬁgg::gr:r:z 3" prIOJect , development (Tﬁﬁr?; F;?gjr;tcf;ly
group. All fencing shail be maintained building plans and aig\?igg?en activities development
during the entire construction period. implemented at the
project site
¢ Equipment and Materials Storage. Heavy
equipment shall not be used or parked
within three (3) feet of oak tree driplines,
except where approved by a qualified Applicant/ Throughout all
arborist, and after protective fencing has roject Throughout all Planning
been installed. Soil, rocks, or const?uction Contractor PEC 5e\)elopment projecgrJ 55 rFi)r? A rr:gr;tctlly Division &
material shall not be stored or placed within Ensure requirementis | activiies development | geyee T | Building and
the dripline of oak trees. shown on grading and activities Safety
building plans and
» Tree Replacement. Specimen trees slated implemented at the
for preservation that are inadvertently project site
damaged (25% or more of root area) or lost
due to construction processes shall be
replaced prior to issuance of occupancy Throughout all ,
permits. Tree replacement shall be ) project Throughout all Planning
according to the following replacement Applicant/ development project Report monthly | DWision &
ratios: Oak Trees — 10:1 (using 5-15 gallon [ o oo | pee activities development | during project Building and l
saplings); other native trees and ornamental Inspect project site to activities development Safety
species at 3:1 with replacement trees at no check for damage
less than % the diameter of the existing
tree). The applicant shall submit an annual
report on establishment and success of
replacement trees.
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Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | verification

Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check

C-1a Ar chaeolog!cal Monitoring Con_tr act. Th? Applicant/ PEC and Hire approved During all initial | During all initial | As needed and Planning
Owner/ App licant shall cgntract with a qualified Contractor approved archaeologist ground ground upon completion | Division
archaeologist from the City-approved archaeologist disturbing disturbing of initial ground
archaeologist to conduct to monitor all ground activities activities disturbing
disturbing activities. The contract shall establish Inspect project site activities in each
a schedule for monitoring and provide for during initial ground project site
consultation as needed with a qualified Native disturbing activities development
American representative as a sub-consuitantto . area
the archaeologist, and evaluation and mitigation
procedures per City MEA in the event resources
are discovered, and a report to the City
Environmental Analyst on the findings of the
monitoring. Contract(s) shall be subject to the
review and approval of the Environmental
Analyst.

C-1b Archaeological Procedures. A construction Applicant/ PEC and Conduct required briefing | Prior to start of Once prior to Once prior to Planning
conference shall_be heid by the.GeneraI -Contractor approved meeting ground start of ground | start of ground Division
Contractor at which archaeological procedures archaeologist disturbing disturbing disturbing
shall be reviewed. The conference shalf include activities activities activities
representatives from the Public Works
Department, Building Division, Planning
Division, the Property Owner and Contractor.

Prior to the start of any vegetation or paving
removal, demolition, trenching or grading,
confractors and construction personnel shall be
alerted to the possibility of uncovering
unanticipated subsurface archaeological
features or artifacts associated with past human
occupation of the parcel, and required
rocedures for responding.

C-1c Archaeologlcal Momtmfmg. A quahﬂ(?d Applicant/ PEC and Hire approved During all initial | During all initial | As needed and Planning
archgeologlst frorp the'Clty-ap pro ved list shal] Contractor approved archaeologist ground ground upon completion | Division
;ne?/r!}g;r%f:tn?ng;zgjigznguicr:’c\)ltltllien?i g dtrt]: project archaeologist disturbing disturbing of initial ground

radin excévation trénchin ve etatiorlw or — ; actvities activities dlstu_r pmg !
grading, ! g, veq Inspect project site during activities in each
paving removal and ground clearance. initial ground disturbing project site
activities development

area
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C-1d

Archaeological Resource Discovery
Procedures. If cultural resources are
encountered or suspected during project
development, project work in the vicinity of the
find shall be halted immediately and the City
Environmental Analyst notified. The project
archaeologist shall assess the nature, extent
and significance of any discoveries and develop
appropriate management recommendations for
archaeological resource treatment, including but
not limited to redirection of grading and/or
excavation activities. If resources are potentially
significant, a Phase 3 mitigation program (which
may entail measures such as project redesign to
avoid resources, documentation and capping of
resources in place, or recovery) shall be
prepared and accepted by the Environmental
Analyst and the Historic Landmarks Commission
and implemented. That portion of the Phase 3
program which requires work on-site shall be
completed prior to continuing construction in the
affected area. If prehistoric or other Native
American remains are encountered, a Native
American representative shall be contacted and
shall remain present during all further
subsurface disturbance in the area of the find. If
human remains are discovered or suspected,
the County Coroner shall be informed
immediately and applicable State Heatth and
Safety Code and Public Resources Code
rocedures shall be followed.

Applicant/
Contractor

PEC and
approved
archaeologist

Evaluate cultural

resources for significance

and make
recommendation
regarding resource
disposition

Throughout al
project
development
activities

As needed
throughout all
project
development
activities

As needed
throughout ait
project
development
activities

Planning
Division

C-1e

Archaeological Mitigation. If resources were
discovered in the course of construction and
monitoring, any study and mitigation measures
determined necessary to mitigate potential
significant impacts to insignificant levels shall be
completed.

Applicant/
Contractor

PEC and
approved
archaeologist

Develop adequate

mitigation plan and submit

to City for approval

Throughout alf
project
development
activities

As needed
throughout all
project
development
activities

As needed
throughout alt
projéct
development
activities

Planning
Division
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Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | Verification
Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check
C-1f ‘:; Chrta?)r??h%i::lmgTft?r::angr;ea%%?. ;i\--ﬁ?al Applicant/ PEC and Prepare and submit report | 180 days after 180 days after 180 days after Planning
mopr?itoring shal be cUbrmitied fo theog ca Contractor | Env. Analyst completion of completion of | completion of Division
Environmental Analyst within 180 days of Review report for monitoring monitoring monitoring
completion _of the mo'nitoring and receive adequacy Prior to project Prior to project | Prior to project
approval prior to the issuance of the Certificate occupancy occupancy occupancy
of Occupancy (Final Inspection).
C-2a ;’:?JLE;;SEI;yt‘heA Cl?t;};glsr?t(;\r:t;]\i[:tgls%?tyhgor Applicant/ PEC Submit draft display Prior to Prior to Prior to Planning
{ne pub story Contractor language and design to issuance of a issuance of a issuance of a Division
former St. Francis Hospital shall be integrated City for approval building permit | building permit | building permit
within the project's open space area located at PP gp ap uiiding p
the corner of Micheltorena and Salsipuedes
Streets. All text for the display shall be written
by a City qualified Historical Consultant and
approved by the Historic Landmarks
Commission. Additionally, at least one of the art
pieces from the former St. Francis Hospital shall
be incorporated on site.
C-8 g:r(]:taRg;lrg;.a %%lfgzzyéi\éng;mg;ﬁgﬁm Applicant/ PEC Provide project plans for Prior to Prior to Prior to Pianning
: . . Contractor HLC review issuance of a issuance of a issuance of a Division
Workforcg Hogsmg Project shall be. pr.owded at building permit building permit | building permit
the City Historic Landmarks Commission.
G-1 Earthwork, Foundation, and Structural
Design. The applicant shall implement all
recommendations specified in the geology - - - - -
report prepared by URS (February 26, 2004).
These recommendations include:
G-1a Foundation and earthwork elements of the final | Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Prior to Field check as | Field check as Building and
design documents (i.e., plans, specifications, Contractor shown on grading and issuance of necessary necessary Safety

and cost estimate) should be based on a
geotechnical investigation tailored to meet the
specific requirements of this project. The
investigation should include a sufficient number
of borings or other subsurface explorations to
allow evaluation of the geotechnical conditions
in the area of proposed construction. The
results of the investigation should be presented
in a report prepared under the supervision of a
qualified geotechnical engineer.

building plans and
implemented at the
project site

grading and/or
building permits.
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Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | verification

Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check

G-1b Due to the potential for groundwater seepage at | Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Prior to Field check as Field check as Building and
higher elevations in the older alluvium, all Contractor shown on grading and issuance of necessary necessary Safety
below-grade earth-retaining walls should be building plans and grading and/or
designed to resist hydrostatic pressure and to implemented at the building permits.
prevent infiltration of water into interior building project site
spaces.

G-1c Seismic design of all proposed structures Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Prior to Field check as Field check as Building and
should be in accordance with 2001 California Contractor shown on grading and issuance of necessary necessary Safety
Building Code or the most recently adopted building plans and grading and/or
building code, unless more stringent standards implemented at the building permits.
are required by the City or recommended by the project site
project structural engineer. Existing structures
that will be incorporated into the proposed
development should be re-evaluated for
compliance with current seismic design
requirements.

G1d All foundgtions should be supported on firm Applicant PEC Ensure requirement is Prior to Field checkas | Field check as Building and
native soil or approved, properly compacted fill Contractor shown on grading and issuance of necessary necessary Safety
material. For planning purposes it should be building pfans and grading and/or
assumed that all structural fill will be compacted implemented at the building permits
to at least 95% relative compaction per ASTM project site '

D1557.

G-le Overexcavation will be required in areas where Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Prior to Field check as | Field check as Building and
foundations or structural fill would otherwise be Contractor shown on grading and issuance of necessary necessary Safety
supported on existing unengineered fit or building plans and grading andlor
soft/loose native soil. The actual depth of implemented at the building permits
overexcavation will depend on building project site '
locations, pad elevations, and foundation
depths. However, for planning purposes,
average overexcavation depths of five feet and
two feet may be assumed in areas of
unengineered fill or soft/loose native soil,
respectively. L

GAf Ex.isting fill consisting of nonexpans!vg granular Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Prior to Field check as Field check as Building and
soil should be usable for structural fill if cleaned Contractor shown on grading and issuance of necessary necessary Safety
of deleterious material and properly building plans and grading and/or

recompacted.

implemented at the
project site

building permits,
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G-1g

All site grading activities related to structures or
pavement, in addition to the compaction of all fill
material, should be observed and tested by a
representative of the geotechnical engineer of
record for the project.

Applicant/
Contractor

PEC

Ensure requirement is
shown on grading and
building plans and
implemented at the
project site

Prior to
issuance of
grading and/for
building permits.

Field check as
necessary

Field check as
necessary

Building and
Safety

Haz-1a

Building Demolition Hazardous Materials
Management. The applicant shall conduct a
comprehensive survey of buildings to be
demolished for hazardous materials, including
but not limited to sampling and analytical testing
of all suspect lead and asbestos-containing
materials, and materials that may contain
mercury and PCBs. A plan shall identify
measures for materials handling to minimize
exposure to workers, the public, or
environment, and proper disposalfrecycling
recommendations. Certified  removal
contractor(s) shall prepare a work plan for the
removal of all identified hazardous materials
prior to the issuance of a demolition permit for
City approval. The pian shall address the
following hazardous material management
elements:

o Identification of suspect materials.

o Survey and assessment of the existing
buildings.

 Scope of work development for hazardous
material removal.

» Hazardous material removal and disposal.

« Quality control.

e Post  Remediation
Assessment.

Sampling  and

Applicant/
Contractor

PEC

Conduct required survey
and remove identified
hazardous materials prior
to issuance of a
demolition permit

Prior to
issuance of a
demolition
permit

Prior to
issuance of a
demolition
permit

Prior to
issuance of a
demolition
permit

Planning
Division &
Building and
Safety

Haz-1b

Hazardous Material Removal Certification.
Prior to the issuance of a demolition permit for
the Cottage Hospital Foundation Housing
project, the project applicant/contractor shall
provide fo the-Planning Department a
certification indicating that surveys of the

Applicant/
Contractor

PEC

Provide required
certification prior to
issuance of a demolition
permit

Prior to
issuance of a
demolition
permit

Prior to
issuance of a
demolition
permit

Prior to
issuance of a
demolition
permit

Planning
Division &
Building and
Safety
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buildings to be demolished have been
conducted by appropriately licensed personnel
to detect the presence of asbestos, lead based
paint, mercury and PCBs. t shall also be
certified that all identified asbestos, lead based
paint, mercury and PCB materials have been
removed from the project site in accordance
with applicable local, state and federal
regulations. The certification shall identify the
contractor(s) that conducted the surveys and
material removal work, the transporter that
removed the materials from the site, and the
recycling/disposal facilities that accepted the
waste material,

Haz-1c

Potential Lead Based Paint Contamination.
If areas with concentration of lead paint or dust
that exceed applicable threshold standards are
identified in any on-site building, soil adjacent to
the building(s) shall be tested for the presence
of lead. The location and number of samples
shall be determined by the Santa Barbara
County Fire Department - Protection Services
Division or other appropriate reguiatory agency.
If necessary, lead-related soil contamination
shall be remediated to the satisfaction of the
Protection Services Division prior fo the
issuance of a demolition permit for the
proposed project.

Applican/
Contractor

PEC

Review hazardous
material survey results
required by Mitigation
Measure HAZ-1a. If
necessary, contact Co.
Fire Department to initiate
soil contamination
evaluation and
remediation

Prior to
issuance of a
demolition
permit

Prior to
issuance of a
demolition
permit

Prior to
issuance of a
demolition
permit

Planning
Division &
Building and
Safety

Haz-1d

Hazardous Materials Safety. Measures to
protect workers and neighbors, contain
exposure, provide for proper disposal, and
remediate from any hazardous material
contamination shall be implemented in
accordance with State regulations.

Applicant/
Contractor

PEC

Implementation of
required safety
regulations

Throughout ali
project
development
activities

Throughout alt
project
development
activities

Monthly
throughout alf
project
development
activities

Planning
Division &
Building and
Safety

H-2

Soil Remediation. Adherence to URS
Remediation Work plan for Diesel
Contaminated Soil dated April 20, 2004 as
conditioned by direction and requirements
provided by the County Fire Department,
Protection Services Division, relating to
remediation activities for the underground tanks

Applicant/
Contractor

Co. Fire

PEC

Ensure approved
remediation plan is
implemented to the
satisfaction of the Co. Fire
Department prior fo the
issuance of a building

Complete
required
remediation
prior to the
issuance of a
building permit

Prior to the
issuance of a
building permit

Prior to the
issuance of a
Building Permit

Planning
Division &
Building and
Safety
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Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | verification
Measure _ Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check

shall occur prior to new residential construction | Department permit Co. Fire

on the property. Additional Fire Department Debanment

conditions include:

.

Following removal of the USTs and
appurtenant facilities, verification sail
samples shall be collected, ata
minimum, below the former UST
locations (two samples/tank), below each
dispenser, and below afl pipeline joints
and at any location where stained soil or
petroleum odors are observed. The
report containing the resuits of the
remediation and verification work shall be
submitted to the County Fire Department,
Protection Services Division within. 60
days after the completion of site work.

Following removal of contaminated soil, a
workplan shall be submitted to the
County Fire Department, Protection
Services Division for a minimum of one
boring to be placed at the location of the
formerly contaminated area to document
that groundwater is greater than 50 feet
below the contaminate soils, If water is
encountered within 50 vertical feet of the
former contamination, a workplan shall
be submitted to County Fire with
recommendations to determine the local
groundwater gradient and to verify the
absence of UST related groundwater
contamination at the site. The workplan
shall be submitted to County Fire no later
than 30 days after completion of soil
removal activities.

UST removal permits shall be obtained
from County Fire Department, Protection
Services Division prior to initiation of site
work. Notify County Fire at least 72
hours prior to any beginning site work.
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Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | verification
Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check
N-1a Construction Hours Limitations. Noise Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Throughout all Throughout ail | Monthly Planning
gene_rgtmg construction activity shall be Contractor shown on grading and project project throughout all Division &
pro_hiblted on Safurdays and Sundays, on building plans and development development project Building and
holidays, and between the hours of 5 p.m. to 8 implemented at the activities activities development Safety
a.m. Holidays are defined as those days that project site activities
are observed by the City of Santa Barbara as
official holidays. No exceptions to this Inform all construction
requirement will be allowed unless prior written contractors and post
approval is obtained from the City of Santa signs indicating
Barbara Building Official in accordance with requirement at along
Noise Ordinance procedures. perimeter of project site
N-1b Construction Notificatign to Neighbors. At Applicant/ PEC. Submit draft notice and 20 days prior to 20 days prior to | 20 days prior to Planning
least twenty (20) days prior to commencement | o nyeactor mailing list to Planning start of start - of | start o | Division &
of demoiition activities on the project site, the . Department for approval demolition demolition demglition Building and
project applicant or contractor shall provide prior to notice distribution | activities activities activities Safety
written notification of the project development
schedule fo property owners and residents Provide evidence of mail
within 450 feet of the project site. Surrounding distribution
area homeowners associations shall also be
notified, and notices describing planned
development activities shall be posted at the
access locations to the project site. At
minimum, all required notices shall provide a
construction schedule, required noise
conditions applied to the project, and the name
and telephone number of the project's
construction manager who can address
questions-and problems that may arise during
construction. The applicant shall submit the
proposed riotice to the City for review and
approval at least 10 days before distributing the
notices. .
N-1c Project S_ite Pgrimeter Barrier. To_ minimize ) Applicant PEC Ensure requirement is Thrpughout all Thr_oughout all Prior to the start | Planning
construction NOISE EXposures resulting from. Contractor shown on grading and project project of demolition Division & .
P ro_Io_qged demolltlgn, gr.adlng and construcjuon building plans and de\./ellgpment deye}gp ment activities Building and
activities at the project site, a temporary solid implemented at the activities activities Safety

fence or similar barrier constructed of material
approved by the City shall be provided along
the project site property line at the following
locations when demolition, grading and exterior
construction operations are occuring:

project site
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Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | Verification

Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check
1. Micheltorena Street between California

Street and Salsipuedes Street.

2. California Street between Micheltorena
Street and the northernmost boundary
between project Development Areas 1 and
4.

3. Arrellaga Street between Salsipuedes
Street and the driveway onto the project
site at the terminus of Arrellaga Street.

The noise barrier shall be at least eight feet in

height and requires the issuance of a building
permit. All gates in the barrier shall be provided
with approved sound blocking or absorbing
material.

N-1d Construction Equipment Mufflers and Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is | Throughout ali | Throughout all | Monthly
Shields. All construction equipment used on Contractor shown on grading and | project project throughout  all
the project site, including trucks, shall be building plans and | development development project
professionally maintained and fitted with implemented at  the | activities activities development
standard manufacturers’ muffler and silencing project site activities
devices. Sound control devices and
techniques, such as noise shields and blankets,
shall be employed as needed to reduce the
level of noise to surrounding residents.

N-1e Construction Staging Areas. Only designated Apoi Ensure requirement is | Throughout ali | Throughout all | Monthly

- X . pplicant/ PEC . . .

and approved construction equipment and Contractor shown on grading and | project project throughout  all

material staging areas shall be used on the building plans and | development development project

project site. All staging areas shall be located a implemented at  the | activities activities development

minimum of 50 feet from the perimeter of the project site activities

project site.
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noise monitoring program. The noise

monitoring program shalt be designed and

conducted to ensure that feasible and
appropriate noise reduction and control
measures are identified and implemented so
that construction-related noise levels at
sensitive receptors (residences) adjacent to the
project site do not exceed the following levels.

1. Noise occurring more than 5 minutes but
less than 15 minutes per hour shall not
exceed 70 dBA.

2. Noise occurring more than 1 minute but
less than 5 minutes per hour shall not
exceed 75 dBA.

3. Noise occurring less than 1 minute. per
hour shall not exceed 85 dBA.

The results of all required noise monitoring,

along with a description of actions implemented

monitoring, and if
necessary identify
corrective actions to
address complaints and
provide compliance with
condition requirements.
Make arrangements for
follow-up monitoring as
needed.

Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | verification
Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check
N-1f Constru_ctlon Nmsg and Vibration Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is Prior to start of Daily after the Report weekly Planning
°°"‘P‘a"!t5- The site .development contractor implemented and demolition start of during project Division &
shall provide a phone line that can be used by | Gontractor adequate follow-up activities/ demolition and | development, Building and
pr oje(?t area res@ents o register noise and actions are enacted throughout all ground Safety
vibration complaints at the project site. The project disturbing
phone line shall be answered between the development activities at the
hours of 8 a.m and 5 p.m., and recorded by an activities project site
answering machine at other times. The phone
number and an explanation of what the phone
number is for shall be posted at construction
site entrances located on Arrellaga,
Salsipuedes, Micheltorena and California
Streets. The contractor shall be responsible for
implementing feasible noise and vibration
control measures in a imely manner in
response to complaints that are received. A log
shall be kept at the project site to document
complaints that are received and actions
implemented in response to individual
complaints.
| N-1g Noise Complaint Remediation. In response Appii PEC Implement required Throughout afl | Throughout all | Report weekly Planning
. ! : X pplicant/ N - . . : A O
to verified complaints regarding excessive monitoring if required. project project during project Division &
construction-related noise, the City may require | Contractor Report to Planning development development development. Building and
the applicant/project developer to implement a Department results of activities activities Safety
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l\]c‘itigatxon Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | verffication

easure Regquirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check
to conform with the above noise standards,

~ shall be provided to the City Planning
Department. Noise monitoring at receptor
locations may be required until it has been
demonstrated to the satisfaction of the Planning
Department that effective noise abatement and
control measures have been implemented and
the noise standards described above have been
achieved.

N-1h Delivery and Storage of Materials and Applicant PEC Ensure requirement is | Throughout all | Throughout all | Monthly . Planning
Equipment. All deliveries of material and shown on grading and | project project throughout  all | Division &
equipment shall occur within the construction Contractor building  plans and | development development project Building and
site barricades and only on weekdays between implemented at the | activities activities development Safety
the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. project site activities
Construction vehicles shall not be allowed to
queue outside the project site before the
specified hours. Vehicles delivering materials
and equipment to the project site shall be
operated in conformance with applicable
regulations estabiished by the U.S. Department
of Transportation, as welt as applicable state
and local requirements. The vehicles shall all
be provided with mufflers and other devices o
minimize noise leveis. All materials and
equipment shall be stored on-site and within the
confines of the construction barricades.

N-1i Radios and Alarms. No radios, music Appli PEC Ensure requirement is | Throughout all | Throughout all | Monthly Planning

f Lo pplicant/ " . . S
playback equipment, musical instruments or shown on grading and | project project throughout  all | Division &
automobile or truck alarms shall be permitted Contractor building plans and | development development project Building and
on the project site. implemented at the | activities activities development Safety

‘ project site activities

N-1j Limitations on Catering Trucks. Catering Applicant PEC Ensure requirement is { Throughout all | Throughout all | Monthly Planning
trucks providing service to workers at the shown on grading and | project project throughout  all | Division &
project site shall be required to park on-site. Contractor building plans and | development development project Building and |
Catering trucks shall not be permitted to park on implemented at the | activities activities development Safety :
the street or to sound their horns near or within project site activities

the site.
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Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | verification
Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check
N-1k Portable/Stationary Equipment. When Applicant PEC Ensure requirement is | Throughout all | Throughout all | Monthly Planning

portable or stationary equipment, such as but shown on grading and | project project throughout all | Division &

not limited to generators, air compressors and Contractor building  plans  and | development development project Building and

wood sawing stations are required on the implemented at the | activities activities development Safety

project site, the equipment shall be located as project site activities

far from the project boundaries as possible. If it

is necessary to locate portable/stationary

equipment within 200 feet of the project

perimeter, methods to provide noise shielding

for that equipment shall be implemented. This

may include but is not limited to: providing a

three or four sided enclosure which is lined with

a sound absorbing material between the

equipment and the property line, or locating the

equipment so that noise shielding is provided by

existing or new structures located on the project

site.

N-1l Construction Activity Scheduling. Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is | Throughout all | Throughout all | Monthly Planning
Demolition, grading and construction activities shown on grading and | project project throughout  all | Division &
in each proposed project site development Contractor building plans and | development development project Building and
areas shall be scheduled to minimize the implemented at the | activities activities development Safety
occurrence of simultaneous construction project site activities
operations that have the potential to resuit in
excessive noise generation, For example,
concrete breaking demolition activities should
not occur in more than one development area at
atime.

N-1m Minimize Equipment Use. Equipment use for Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirement is | Throughout all | Throughout all | Monthly Planning
demolition, grading and construction activities shown on grading and | project project throughout  all | Division &
shall be minimized, and the simultaneous Contractor building  plans  and | development development project Building and
operation of equipment within a proposed implemented at the | activities activities development Safety
project development area shall be limited to the project site activities
extent possible.

N-1n Truck Routing. Truck traffic related to project Applicant PEC Submit proposed routes Prior to Throughout all Report monthly | Planning
construction will be limited to the routes for review and approval. | issuance of a project during project Division & .
specified by the City of Santa Barbara, Truck Contractor demolition development development Public
traffic through residential neighborhoods shall permit activities Works

be as limited as possible.
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neighboring structures whose occupants wish
to participate in the survey. The purpose of
the survey shall be to document the existing
condition of neighboring structures within 100
feet of the project site property line. After each
major phase of project development
{demolition, grading and construction), a
follow-up structural crack survey and video
reconnaissance of neighboring structures shall
be conducted to detérmine whether any new
cracks or other structural damage consistent
with project-related vibrations have occurred.
The City'and project applicant shall review the
results of both pre- and post-construction
surveys to determine whether any new
structural damage resulted from project-related
construction activities. The project applicant
shall be responsible for the cost of repairing
damage to structures resulting from project-
related construction activities.

Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | verification
Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check
N-10 Vehicle Noise Except as otherwise required : PEC Ensure requirement is Throughout all Throughout all Report monthly Planning
f C Applicant/ . . . - . A
by law, all vehicle horns shall remain silent shown on grading and project project during project Division &
except in the case of emergency. Contractor building plans and development development development Public
implemented at the activities activities Works
| project site
N-1p Limited Site Access. Access to the site shall Appli PEC Ensure requirement is Throughout all Throughoutall | Report monthly { Planning
e . pplicant/ . ) . . g o
be limited to areas approved by the City of shown on grading and project project during project Division &
Santa Barbara. The gate(s) shall incorporate | Contractor building plans and development development development Public
the same method of noise shielding as implemented at the activities activities Works
required project site perimeter barriers and project site
shall be kept closed except for vehicle
passage.
TN-2 Prepare a Structural Crack Survey and ApDi PEC Ensure requirement is Throughout alt Throughout all Upon Planning
. : X pplicant/ h ) . . L
Video Reconnaissance. Prior to the shown on grading and - project project completion of Division &
issuance of demolition permits, the applicant | Contractor building plans and development development major project Public
or its designee shall prepare a structural crack impiemented at required | activities activities development Works
survey and video reconnaissance  of times. activities
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Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | verification
Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check

SW-1a Solid Waste Management Plan. A solid waste Applicant/ PEC Prepare required plan Prior to Prior to Monthly Planning
management plan identifying measures for and submit to City for issuance of a issuance of a throughout all Division &
reuse, source reduction, and recycling shall be Contractor approval demolition demolition project Public
developed for construction and operation of the permit permit development Works
proposed project, and submitted to the City's activities
Environmental Analyst and the County's Solid Throughout all
Waste Division for review and approval prior to project
building permit issuance. ) development

activities
SW-1b Construction and Demolition Material Appli PEC Ensure requirement is Throughout all Throughoutall | Reportmonthly | Planning
X " pplicant/ . . . . . L
Salvage. All construction/demolition waste shown on grading and project project during project Division &
generated by the Cottage Hospital Foundation Contractor building plans and development development development Public
Housing project shall be salvaged for reuse or implemented at the activities activities Works
be transported to an appropriate off-site project site
recycling facility.

TRF-1a. Resident Shuttle Program. The project Applicant/ PEC Ensure shuttle service Before 75% of Periodic As needed Planning
applicant shall implement and operate a shuttle initiated before 75% of the proposed checks on Division
program designed fo serve project residents | Contractor proposed units occupied. | units are schedule and
and to reduce the project's peak hour ftrip Ensure shuttle schedule | occupied. routes

generation. The objective of the program shall
be to reduce the proposed project's significant
cumulative contribution of ftraffic to the
intersections of:

+  Anapamu Street/Laguna Street
o Arellaga Street/Garden Street, and
«  Mission Street/Bath Street.

Prior to the issuance of building permit for the
Cottage Hospital Foundation Housing project,
the project applicant shall submit a proposed
Project Resident Shuttle Program Plan to the
City Public Works Department for review and
approval. At minimum, the foliowing elements
shall be specified by the Plan.

1. Operation Hours. At minimum, the
shuttle program shali  provide
service during the AM. and P.M.
peak traffic hours, and during shift
changes at Coftage Hospital. The

_plan_shall indicate the specific

and routes meet
requirements,
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.Mitigation
Measure

Mitigation
Requirement

Responsible
Entity

Monitor

Action By
Monitor

Mitigation
Frequency

Monitoring
Frequency

Reporting
Frequency

Compliance
Check

Verification

hours that the shuttle service is to
be provided.

‘2. Shuttle Routes. Routes to be used

by the Shuttle fo transport project
residents to Cottage Hospital, other
Cottage Health Systems facilities
and locations in downtown Santa
Barbara shall be described. To the
extent possible, proposed shuttle
routes shall avoid intersections that
operate at unacceptable levels of
service during peak hour periods.
A procedure for obtaining City
approval to modify proposed shuttle
routes to accommodate the needs
of project residents that wish to
participate in the program shall also
be included in the Plan.

Shuttle Ridership Monitoring. To

reduce the proposed project's
significant cumulative traffic impact
to identified intersections o a less
than significant level, it was
assumed that:

o 50% of the project-related peak
hour commute trips would be
destined for Cottage Hospital,
and 25% of the project residents
that commute to Cotiage
Hospital would use the shuttle
service. Therefore, the shuttle
program would reduce project-
related peak hour trips destined
to  Cottage  Hospital by
approximately 12.5 percent.

o 50% of the project-related peak
hour commute trips would be
destined for downtown Santa
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Mitigation
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Barbara, and 25% of the project
residents that commute to the
downtown area would use the
shuttle service. Therefore, the
shuttle program would reduce
project-related peak hour trips
destined to the downtown area
by approximately 12.5 percent,

The Project Resident Shuttle Program
Plan shall include a monitoring program
to quantify ridership characteristics and
to validate assumptions regarding the
peak hour trip reductions attributable to
the shuttle program. Shuttle ridership
and peak hour trip reduction data shalt
be provided to the Public Works
Department within six months of the
start of the shuttle program and once
annually thereafter.

The Project Resident Shuttle Program
Plan should also contain a range of
measures that may be implemented to
increase participation in the shuttle
program should the monitoring data
indicate that the program is not
reducing the proposed project's peak
hour trip generation characteristics
sufficiently to reduce its cumulative
traffic impacts to a less than significant
level. Such additional measures may
include, but are not limited to:
expanding the shuttle service times
andlor routes to make it more
convenient for program participants,
offering financial or other incentives to
program participants, or expanding the
program to neighborhood residents that
also commute to Cottage Hospital,
Cottage Health Systems facilities or the
downtown area.
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4, Shuttle Bus. The type and size of
vehicle(s) o be used to implement the
shuttle bus program shall be specified.

5. Program Implementation. A shuttle
program shall be initiated in
accordance with the provisions in the
approved Project Resident Shuttle
Program Plan before more than 75%
of the proposed residential units are
occupied.

TRF-2a. Tandem Parking Space Assignment. The
proposed parking plan for the Cottage Hospital
Foundation Housing project shall be revised to
indicate that each pair of proposed tandem
parking spaces are to be assigned to the same

residential unit.

PEC Ensure requirement is Prior to Prior to Prior to
shown on building plans | issuance of a occupancy occupancy
and implemented at the demolition
project site permit

Planning

Applicant/ Division

Contractor

TRF-3a Bicycle Parking Spaces. The site plan for the
Cottage Hospital Foundation project shali be
revised 10 provide secure bicycle parking
facilities for at least 33 bicycles. If feasible,
enclosed (i.e., bike locker) facilities shall be
provided. The required bicycle parking facilities

shall be distributed throughout the project site.

PEC shown on building plans | Prior to Prior to Prior to
and implemented at the occupancy occupancy occupancy
project site

Planning

i .
Applicant/ Division

Contractor
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Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | verification
Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check
TRF-4a Construction Parking and . PEC Identify off-site parking Throughout all Throughout all Report monthly Planning
. . . Applicant/ ; ) . . . L
Materials/Equipment Storage. Connstruction area and provide any project project during project Division &
parking shall be provided as follows: Contractor required approval or development development development Public
1.During the demolition, grading and authorization allow!ng activities activities Works
. . the use of the off-site
construction phases of the Cottage Hospital
. N ; . spaces.
Foundation Housing project, free parking
spaces for construction workers shall be
provided on-site or off-site in a location
subject to the approval of the Transportation
and Parking Manager. A shuttle service
between the parking area and the project
site shall also be provided.
2 Storage or parking of construction materials
andr equipment within the public right-of- _ '
way shall be prohibited. Ensure requirement is
) showni on grading and
building plans and
implemented at the
project site
TRF-5a Pedestrian and ADA Circulation. The : PEC Ensure requirement is Prior to Prior to Prior to Planning
. ; - ) Applicant/ o , . o
internal circulation of the project shall be shown on building plans issuance of a issuance of a occupancy Division
revised to provide at least one access Contractor and implemented at the building permit building permit

connection between the northern and southern
portions of the project site according to ADA
standards.

project site
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TRF-6a

Bus Stop Improvement Bond. Prior to the
occupancy of the Cottage Hospital Foundation
Housing project, the project applicant shall
submit to the City of Santa Barbara Public
Works Improvement Bond for an amount
sufficient to provide bus stop improvements
(including but not limited to shelters, benches,
trash receptacles, and required road
improvements) along both sides of
Salsipuedes Street. The amount of the bond
shall be approved by the City and MTD. After
providing the bond, if it has not been
determined within a one-year period that bus
stop improvements adjacent to the project site
are warranted, the bond shall be returned to
the project applicant.

Applicant/

Contractor

PEC

ldentify improvements

required by MTD,

provide design drawings
for review and approval.

Prior to
occupancy

Prior to
. occupancy

Prior to
occupancy

Planning
Division

TRF-7a

Construction Traffic Routes. The route of
construction-related traffic shall be established
to  minimize trips through surrounding
residential neighborhoods. Temporary traffic
control measures, such as but not limited to
appropriate signage, flag-persons, barriers,
etc. shall also be used to minimize
construction-related traffic conflicts. Proposed
construction vehicle routes and traffic controls
shall be submitted to the Public Works
Department for review and approval.

Applicant/

Contractor

PEC

Submit proposed routes
for review and approval.

Prior to
issuance of a
demolition
permit

Throughout all
project
development
activities

Report monthly
during project
development

Planning
Division &
Public
Works
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WQ-1a

General Construction Activity Permit. Prior
to the issuance of a demolition, grading or
building permit for the Cottage Hospital
Foundation Housing project, the applicant or
project developer shail comply with the
requirements of the State General Permit for
Storm Water Discharges Associated with
Construction Activity. Compliance shall include
providing the City with a copy of the Notice of
Intent o obtain coverage under the NPDES
Construction General Permit, and a copy of the
subsequent Waste Discharge Identification
Number issued by the RWQCB. Compliance
with the General Permit also requires the
preparation of a SWPPP that identifies how
potential water quality impacts associated with
demolition, grading and construction operations
will be minimized and controlled. A copy of the
SWPPP shall be kept at the project site and be
available for City review.

Applicant/

Contractor

PEC

Submit copy of Notice of
Intent and prepare
SWPPP

Prior to the start
of project
development

Throughout all
project
development
activities

Throughout all
project
development
activities

Planning
Division &
Public
Works

WQ-1b

Erosion Control Plan. Prior to the issuance of
a demolition, grading or building permit for the
Cottage Hospital Foundation Housing project,
the applicant or project developer shall prepare
an erosion control plan that is consistent with
the requirements outlined in the Procedures for
the Control of Runoff into Storm Drains and
Watercourses. The erosion control plan shall
specify how the required water quality
protection procedures are to be designed,
implemented and maintained over the duration
of the development project. A copy of the
erosion control plan shall be submitted to the
Planning and Public Works Departments for
review and approval, and a copy of the
approved plan shall be kept at the project site.

Applicant/

Contractor

PEC

Prepare Erosion Control
Plan. Ensure
requirements are shown
on grading and building
plans and implemented
at the project site

Throughout all
project
development
activities

Throughout all
project
development
activities

Monthty
throughout  all
project
development
activities

Planning
Division &
Public
Works

WQ-1b-1

Minimize the area of bare soil exposed at one
time (phased grading).

Applicant/

Contractor

PEC

Ensure requirements are
shown on grading and
building plans and
implemented at the
project site

Throughout  all
project
development
activities

Throughout all
project
development
activities

Monthty
throughout alt
project
development
activities

Planning
Division &
Public
Works
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Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | verification
Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check
WQ-1b-2 | Install siit fences, sand bags, hay bales or other Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirements are | Throughout alf | Throughout all Monthly Planning
silt devices where necessary around the project shown on grading and project project throughout alt Division &
site to prevent off-site transport of sediment. Contractor building plans and development development project Public
implemented at the activities activities development Works
project site activities
WQ-1b-3 | Bare soils shall be protected from erosion by Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirements are | Throughout all | Throughout all Monthly Planning
applying heavy seeding within five days of shown on grading and project project throughout all Division &
clearing or inactivity in construction. Contractor building plans and development development project Public
implemented at the activities activities development Works
project site activities
WQ-1b-4 | Construction entrances shall be stabilized Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirements are | Throughout all | Throughout all Monthly Planning
immediately after grading, and shall be shown on grading and project project throughout all Division &
maintained to prevent erosion and control dust. Contractor building plans and development development project Public
) implemented at the activities activities development Works
project site activities
WQ-1b-5 | Establish fuel and vehicle maintenance staging Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirements are | Throughout all | Throughout all Monthly Planning
areas located away from all drainage courses, shown on grading and project project throughout all Division &
and design these those areas to control runoff. Contractor building plans and development development project Public
implemented at the activities activities development Works
project site activities
WQ-1b-6 | Maintain and wash equipment and machinery in Applicant PEC Ensure requirements are | Throughout all | Throughout all Monthly Planning
confined areas specifically designed to control shown on grading and project project throughout aft Division &
runoff. Thinners or solvents shall not be Contractor building plans and development development project Pubiic
discharged into sanitary or storm sewer implemented at the activities activities development Works
systems. Washout from concrete trucks shall project site activities
be disposed of at a location not subject to runoff
and more than 50 feet away from a storm drain,
open ditch or surface water
WQ-1b-7 | Storm drain inlets shall be protected from Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirements are | Throughout all Throughout all Monthly Planning
sediment-laden waters by use of inlet protection shown on grading and project project throughout afl Division &
devices such as gravel bag barriers, filter fabric | Contractor building plans and development development project Public
fences or other approved materials and/or implemented at the activities activities development Works
systems. Sediment control measures shall be project site activities

maintained for the duration of the project
development period and until graded areas
have been stabilized by structures, long-term
erosion control measures or landscaping.
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Mitigation

Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance { verification
Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check
WQ-1b-8 | Construction entrances and exits shall be Applicant/ PEC Ensure requirements are | Throughout all Throughout all Monthly Planning
stabilized using gravel beds, rumble plates, or PP shown on grading and project project throughout all Division &
other suitable measures to prevent sediment Contractor building plans and development development project Public
from being tracked onto adjacent roadways. implemented at the activities activities development Works
Any sediment or other materials tracked off site project site activities
shall be removed the same day using dry
cleaning methods
WQ-1b-9 | At minimum, the erosion control plan prepared Applicant PEC Ensure requirements are | Throughout all Throughout all Monthly Planning
for the Cottage Hospital Foundation Housing shown on grading and project project throughout all Division &
project shall address the implementation, Contractor building plans and development _development project Public
installation and/or maintenance of each of the implemented at the activities activities development Works
following water resource protection strategies: project site activities
¢ De-Watering Operations
¢ Potable Water Irrigation
¢ Paving and Grinding
¢ Sandbag Barriers
o Spill Prevention/Control
+ Solid Waste Management
¢ Storm Drain Inlet Protection
¢ Stabilize Site Entrances and Exits
« lilicit Connections and lllegal Discharges
+ Water Conservation
» Stockpile Management
« Liquid Wastes
+ Street Sweeping and Vacuuming
¢ Concrete Waste Management
» Sanitary/Septic Waste Management
¢ Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance
+ Vehicle and Equipment Cleaning
» Vehicle and Equipment Fueling
W-2a Storm Drain Markings. Stenciled information Apoli PEC Ensure requirements are | Prior to Prior to Prior to Planning
. . ) pplicant/ X L
shall be printed on all curb storm drains warning shown on drainage plans | occupancy occupancy occupancy Division &
of the direct connection to the creek and ocean Contractor and implemented at the Public
project site Works
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Mitigation Mitigation Responsible Monitor Action By Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Compliance | verification
Measure Requirement Entity Monitor Frequency Frequency Frequency Check
W-2b Site Runoff. All runoff water from areas such Aogli PEC Ensure requirements are | Ensure Prior to Prior to approval | Planning
; pplicant/ . 5 X L
as the access roads, roofs, and driveways shall shown on drainage plans | requirements approval of of drainage Division &
be conveyed to an approved drainage facility in | Contractor and implemented at the | are shown on drainage plans | plans Public
a manner that does not result in a net increase project site drainage plans Works
in storm water flow from the project site. and
implemented at
the project site
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Cummulative Project List with New Residential Units _

Pending, Approved or Building Permits Issued
City of Santa Barbara, Planning Division R
(Area of Project List: Anapamu St. to the north, Milpas St. to the east, Pacific
Ocean to the south and Highway 101/Castillo St. to the West)

List Current to: 10/14/2004 Page: 1

ADDRESS APN APPLICATION # NET NEW UNITS

Status: Pending
21 E ANAPAMU ST 039-183-037 MST2004-00173 12

Proposal to construct a three-story structure composed of twelve residential units. The units would be rental for low-income
clients of People's Self-Help Housing. The units are approximately 575 square feet and provide private outdoor areas on the
3,780 square foot lot. The project requires Planning Commission approval for modifications.

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA REDEVELOPMENT POBOX 1990 CITY OF SANTA BARBARA SANTA BARB.

Owner
Applicant PEOPLE'S SELF-HELP HOUSING 26 EAST VICTORIA SANTA BARBARA CA 93101
Architect  PEIKERT GROUP ARCHITECTS  401-C E. CARRILLO STREET SANTA BARBARA CA 93101
533 E ANAPAMU ST 029-141-010 MST99-00492 4
Proposal to construct four new condominium units on a 14,360 square foot lot. An existing single family residence will be
demolished.

Applicant  WATTERS ELLEN M TRUSTEE =~ 533 E ANAPAMU ST SANTA BARBARA CA 93103
Agent GRANVILLE HARPER 2206 ALAMEDA PADRE SERRA SANTA BARBARA CA 93103

737 E ANAPAMU ST 029-150-019 MST2003-00636 9

Proposal for nine residential condominiuin units (six market rate and three affordable) at the corner of Anapamu Street and
Nopal Street. The proposal includes modification requests to allow three additional units based on the provision of affordable
housing units, encroachments into the required front and rear yard setbacks, a reduction in the required parking, and a
reduction in the required distance between buildings. The project includes the demolition of the existing 4,112 square foot

single-story 14-bedroom residential care facility.

ANAPAMU PROPERTIES, LLC 1011 RINCONADA, UNIT H SANT A BARBARA CA 93101

Owner
Architect BRIANCEARNAL CEARNAL ARCHITECTS 521-1/2 STATE STREET SANTA BARBARA CA 93101
219 EOUESTRIAN AVE 029-122-013 MST2001-00691 -1

Proposal to construct a new 2,325 square foot, two-story residence with a roof terrace and a 427 square foot, attached, two-car
garage on a 3,290 square foot lot and demolition of an existing single story duplex. Modifications are requested for
encroachment ioto the side yard and for the building to exceed the solar access height limit.

Owner BARRY BERKUS 2020 ALAMEDA PADRE SERRA SANTA BARBARA CA 93101
Agent JOHN ROSENFELD 2020 ALAMEDA PADRE SERRA #133 SANTA BARBARA CA 93103

This list is deemed reliable, but is not gnaranteed.



List Current to: 10/14/2004 Page: 2

ADDRESS APN APPLICATION # NET NEW UNITS
Status: Pending ST
222 E JUNIPERO ST 025-132-019 MST2004-00585 1

Proposal for a new 1,620 square foot single family dwelling with a 480 square foot garage. The new house is within 1000’ feet
from the El Pueblo Viejo II. Modifications are requested to allow the garage to encroach into the required interior setback and
a deck to encroach into the open yard.

Owner JOHN LUCA 2560 PUESTA DEL SOL SANTABARBARA CA 93105
Architect MARIO DACUNHA P.O. BOX 30695 SANTA BARBARA CA 93130

1618 LAGUNA ST 027-202-024 MST2001-00574 1

Proposal to remodel an existing duplex into a single-condominjum unit and add two units of approximately 1,600 square feet
each, for a three-unit condominium project (net increase of one unit). An existing two-car garage would be removed and a total
of six parking spaces would be provided, five covered and one uncovered, on a 12,401 square foot lot.

Owner JASONLEGGITT 1826 STATE ST. SANTABARBARA CA 93101
Architect LARRY GRAVES 811 GARDNER VENTURA CA 93004

601 E MICHELTORENA ST 027-270-030 MST2003-00827 115

The proposed St. Francis Residential Project is located on a 5.94-acre site that is bounded by Grand Avenue on:the north,
Micheltorena Street on the south, California Street on the east and Arrellaga Street on the west. The proposed St. Francis
Residential Project would remove the existing St. Francis Hospital buildings, totaling approximately 189,000 square feet, and
replace them with 115 residential condominiums that would be occupied by Cottage Hospital Employees.

The applications required to carry out this project are expected to be a Tentative Subdivision Map, Final Map and Lot Merger,
Rezone to adjust the C-O/R-2 zone line to follow the proposed property lines, and Lot Area Modification.

Owner SANTA BARBARA COTTAGE HOSPITAL FOUN POBOX 689 ATTN: RON BISCARO SANTA BARBARA C:
Agent KEN MARSHALL 621 CHAPALA ST SANTA BARBARA CA 93101
Architect BRIANCEARNAL CEARNAL ARCHITECTS 521-1/2 STATE STREET SANTA BARBARA CA 93101

1429 OLIVE ST 029-022-008 MST2002-00531 1

Proposal for a new 1,802 square foot three-story three-bedroom condominium with an attached two-car garage on a 6,250
square foot Jot. Also proposed is the conversion of the existing 1,089 square foot two-bedroom residence with an attached
carport to a condominium. Planning Commission review is required for the Condominium Development.

Owner RICHARD WEGER & KATHLEEN DAGG 1429  OLIVE ST SANTA BARBARA CA 93101
Architect ~ JYL RATKEVICH 1836 LOMA STREET SANTA BARBARA CA 93103
1600 OLIVE ST 027-132-021 MST99-00006 -1

Proposed "as-built" conversion of a 2,578 square foot residence to a Bed & Breakfast Inn with six guest hotel rooms.

Applicant KELLYEBERT 9504 TOPANGA BLVD CHATSWORTH CA 91311
Agent PATRICIA GOODMAN P.0. BOX 1193 SUMMERLAND CA 93067

This list is deemed reliable, but is not guaranteed.



List Current to: 10/14/2004 : Page: 3
ADDRESS o APN APPLICATION # ' NET NEW UNITS

Status: Pending
320 E SOLA ST 029-081-003 MST2004-00248 1

Proposal to construct a 985 square foot, one- and two-story addition to an existing 1,104 square foot single-story residence on a
5,500 square foot lot. The proposal consists of a new 498 square foot second floor residence, a two-car garage, and the
demolition and rebuild of an existing 160 square foot garage. A modification is requested to allow encroachment into the rear
yard setback.

Agent ERIC SWENUMSON 401 E. CARRILLO ST. STE. B1 SANTA BARBARA CA 93101 -
Owner ROBERT DOUGLAS 320 E SOLA STSANTA BARBARA CA 93101

522 ESOLA ST 029-091-006 MST2004-00576 , 1

Proposal for a new 1,486 square foot two-story residence on an 8,658 square foot lot. The proposal includes a 383 square foot
second-story addition to an existing 1,038 square foot one-story residence with a new 525 square foot garage. Two additional
uncovered parking spaces are proposed.

Owner STEVEN W GOWLER 522 E SOLA ST SANTA BARBARA CA 93101
Architect JEFFSHELTON 519 FIG AVENUE SANTA BARBARA CA 93101

320 E VICTORIA ST 029-131-005 MST2004-00511 . 3
Proposal to construct a new four-unit condominuim on a 11,270 square foot lot. The existing SFR is proposed to be
demolished. '

Owner MARNY KRANDALL 909 EUCLID STREET #6 SANTA MONICA CA 90403

Status: Approved
504 E ARRELLAGA ST 027-260-001 MST2002-00241 2

Proposal to demolish an existing one-car garage, construct a 2,009 square foot three-story duplex with an attached three-car -
garage, grade four feet below an existing 1,472 square foot two-story residence, and construct a 793 square foot’subterranean
garage on a 7,500 square foot lot.

Owner ANNE MARIE SCHOEPP, TRUSTEE 444429 SORRENTO CT. PALM DESERT CA 92260
Applicant DUNCANMURRAY 147 CASTILIAN AVE, STE. 100 GOLETA CA 93117

1837 LOMA ST 027-072-002 MST2002-00582 -1

Proposal to convert an existing 1,920 square foot duplex into a single-family residence and construct a 212 square foot,
single-story addition and a 113 square foot, second-story addition on a 4,270 square foot lot located in the Hillside Design

District.
>

Owner  WILLIAMJ NELSON & JUDITH RICKER, TRUSTEES 126 E. HALEY ST, STE A-14 SANTA BARBARA CA 9
Applicant ANTHONY SPANN 615 STATE ST #A SANTA BABARA CA 93101 '

This list is deemed reliable, but is not guaranteed.
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Status: Approved _ e
800 E MICHELTORENA ST 029-100-026 MST2001-00669 1

Proposal for a 580 square foot studio unit and an attached 413 square foot workshop with photovoltaic cells and solar panels
on the roof on a 1.1 acre lot in the Hillside Design District. The site is currently developed with a 4,262 square foet residence
and a 1,422 square foot residence.

Owner ERIC & INGE BOEHM, TRUSTEES 800 E. MICHELTORENA ST. SANTA BARBARA CA 93103

Agent AARON BAKER 800 E. MICHELTORENA STREET SANTA BARBARA CA 93103

Architect ~CHERYL STUEBING 2915 VALENCIA DRIVE SANTA BARBARA CA 93105

800 E MICHELTORENA ST 029-100-026 MST2002-00388 1

Proposal to permit an existing 686 square foot apartment on the lower floor of an existing 3,845 square foot residence on a one
acre lot located in the Hillside Design District. There is an additional uncovered parking space proposed as part of this
application and a modification is requested to reduce the required parking by one uncovered space.

Owner ERIC & INGE BOEHM, TRUSTEES 800 E. MICHELTORENA ST. SANTA BARBARA CA 93103
Architect CHERYL STUEBING 2915 VALENCIA DRIVE SANTA BARBARA CA 93105

807 E PEDREGOSA ST 025-404-015 MST2003-00410 -1

Proposal to convert an existing single-family residence and a duplex into two condominium umits (a net reduction of one unit)
on a 10,000 square foot lot. The property is currently non-conforming as to allowed site density.

Owner JUNE SEARS, TRUSTEE 807 E PEDREGOSA ST # C SANTA BARBARA CA 93103
Applicant BEN WIENER 429 LAMBERT ROAD CARPINTERIA CA 93013

522 ESOLA ST 029-091-006 MST2003-00715 1

Proposal for a new 1,486 square foot two-story residence on an 8,658 square foot lot. The proposal includes a 383 square foot
second-story addition to an existing 1,038 square foot one-story residence with a new 525 square foot garage. Two additional
uncovered parking spaces are proposed.

Owner STEVEN W GOWLER 522 E SOLA ST SANTA BARBARA CA 93101
Architect JEFFSHELTON 519 FIG AVENUE SANTABARBARA CA 93101

Status: Building Permit Issned

833 E ANAPAMU ST 029-201-002 MST2003-00235 1

Proposal to construct a new, 1,359 square foot, two-story, attached, residential unit to an existing, 1,046 square foot, one-story
residence. The project includes the construction of two, two-car garages on a 5,965 square foot lot, located in the Hillside
Design District. The existing, 452 square foot, two-car garage is proposed to be demolished.

Owner ERICPETERSON 833 E ANAPAMU ST SANTA BARBARA CA 93103
Designer  SOPHIE CALVIN PO BOX50716 SANTA BARBARA CA 93150

This list is deemed reliable, but is not guaranteed.
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Status: Building Permit Issued
1628 GARDEN ST 027-201-001 MST2003-00749 1

Proposal to construct a new detached three-car garage with a 732 square foot second-story one-bedroom unit above the garage.
The existing 2,718 square foot front dwelling is proposed to remain. Modifications are requested to allow the uncovered
parking space to encroach into the interior-yard setback and a reduction in the open-yard requirement.

Applicant  PEIKERT GROUP ARCHITECTS,LLP 401-C EAST CARRILLO ST SANTA BARBARA CA 93101
Owner STEVEN & PATRICIA DRAGHI 2415 STANDWOOD DRIVE SANTA BARBARA CA 93103 .

1420 LAGUNA ST 029-022-029  MST2001-00199 15

This is a revised project. Proposal for 16 residential condominium units with two attached rental units for a total of 18 units in
seven buildings ranging in size from 451 to 1,827 square feet. The three existing homes (1426, 1430, 1436 Laguna Street) on
the project site are incorporated into the design in addition to the 15 new units proposed., This proposal includes 28 covered
and four uncovered parking spaces. The 43,303 square foot site consists of five residential lots containing a tota] of nine
structures including three residences and a senior care facility.

Owner CAPITAL PACIFIC HOLDING, LLC 2034 DE LA VINA SANTA BARBARA CA 93105

Agent JARRETT GORIN 2034 DE LA VINA SANTA BARBARA CA 93105
Agent SARAH HANFORD 2034 DELA VINA SANTA BARBARA CA 93105 ’ "

Architect DETLEV PEIKERT BIALOSKY PEIKERT 401-C E. CARRILLO STREET SANTA BARBARA CA 93101

1424 LAGUNA ST 029-022-029 MST2001-00199 - 15

This is a revised project. Proposal for 16 residential condominium units with two attached rental units for a total of 18 units in
seven buildings ranging in size from 451 to 1,827 square feet. The three existing homes (1426, 1430, 1436 Laguna Street) on
the project site are incorporated into the design in addition to the 15 new units proposed. This proposal includes 28 covered
and four uncovered parking spaces. The 43,303 square foot site consists of five residential lots containing a total of nine
structures including three residences and a senior care facility.

Owner CAPITAL PACIFIC HOLDING, LLC 2034 DE LA VINA SANTA BARBARA CA 93105
Agent JARRETT GORIN 2034 DE LA VINA SANTA BARBARA CA 93105
Agent SARAH HANFORD 2034 DE LA VINA SANTA BARBARA CA 93105

Architect DETLEV PEIKERT BIALOSKY PEIKERT 401-C E. CARRILLO STREET SANTA BARBARA CA 93101

1426 LAGUNA ST 029-022-029 MST2001-00199 15

This is a revised project. Proposal for 16 residential condominium units with two attached rental units for a total of 18 units in
seven buildings ranging in size from 451 to 1,827 square feet. The three existing homes (1426, 1430, 1436 Laguna Street) on
the project site are incorporated into the design in addition to the 15 new units proposed. This proposal includes 28 covered
and four uncovered parking spaces. The 43,303 square foot site consists of five residential lots containing a total of nine
structures including three residences and a senior care facility.

Owner CAPITAL PACIFICHOLDING, LLC 2034 DE LA VINA SANTA BARBARA CA 93105
Agent JARRETT GORIN 2034 DE LA VINA SANTA BARBARA CA 93105
i Agent SARAH HANFORD 2034 DE LA VINA SANTA BARBARA CA 93105

Architect DETLEV PEIKERT BIALOSKY PEIKERT 401-C E. CARRILLO STREET SANTA BARBARA CA 93101

This list is deemed reliable, but is not guaranteed.
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Status: Building Permit Issued
1430 LAGUNA ST 029-022-029 MST2001-00199 15

This is a revised project. Proposal for 16 residential condominium units with two attached rental units for a total of 18 units in
seven buildings ranging in size from 451 to 1,827 square feet. The three existing homes (1426, 1430, 1436 Laguna Street) on
the project site are incorporated into the design in addition to the 15 new units proposed. This proposal includes 28 covered
and four uncovered parking spaces. The 43,303 square foot site consists of five residential lots containing a total of nine
structures including three residences and a senior care facility.

Owner CAPITAL PACIFIC HOLDING, LLC 2034 DE LA VINA SANTA BARBARA CA 93105
Agent JARRETT GORIN 2034 DE LA VINA SANTA BARBARA CA 93105

Agent SARAH HANFORD 2034 DELA VINA SANTA BARBARA CA 93105
Architect DETLEV PEIKERT BIALOSKY PEIKERT 401-C E. CARRILLO STREET SANTA BARBARA CA 93101

1306 OLIVE ST 029-091-030 MST99-00310 1

Proposal for a new studio residential unit over a new two-car garage. An existing residence will remain, an existing one-car
garage will be demolished. One uncovered parking space will be provided. A modification is requested for relief from
providing two uncovered spaces for the new unit.

Applicant RICHARD SLOTHOWER 1306 OLIVE STREET SANTA BARBARA CA 93105
Architect VADIMHSU 3023 SERENA RD SANTA BARBARA: CA 93105

715 E PEDREGOSA ST 025-404-017 MST2001-00602 - 1

Proposal to remodel and to construct an addition of 1,853 square feet to an existing 1,576 square foot residence with a 974
square foot garage to remain on a 9,041 square foot lot located in the Hillside Design District. A new 1,575 square foot
residence and 406 square foot garage is also included in the proposal.

Owner BARBARA CHRISTOFF, TRUSTEE P.O. BOX 1057 SANTA BARBARA CA 93102
SUZANNE ELLEDGE PERMIT PROCESSING 629 STATE ST. STE 21 8 SANTA BARBARA CA 93101

END OF REPORT
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Cummulative Project List with New Nonresidential Floor Area
Pending, Approved or Building Permits Issued -

City of Santa Barbara, Planning Division .
(Area of Project List: Anapamu St. to the north, Milpas St. to the east, Pacific Ocean fo the south
and Highway 101/Castillo St. to the West)

List Current to: 10/14/2004 ) Page: |
ADDRESS APN APPLICATION # NET NEW S.F.

Status: Pending
1600 OLIVE ST 027-132-021 MST99-00006 UNA- - 3,000

Proposed "as-bnilt" conversion of a 2,578 square foot residence to a Bed & Breakfast Inn with six guest hotel rodms.

Applicant KELLYEBERT 9504 TOPANGA BLVD CHATSWORTH CA 91311 ,
Agent PATRICIA GOODMAN P.O.BOX 1193 SUMMERLAND CA 93067

1604 OLIVE ST . 027-132-020 MST99-00012 ABR 2,789

Proposal for the "as-built" conversion of an existing 3,225 square foot two-story residence to a Bed & Breakfast inn. The
2,789 square foot portion to be converted to commercial use consists of six guest hotel rooms with baths. The remaining 436
square feet will be retained as the manager's residence. Two covered and four uncovered parking spaces are proposed.

Agent STEVE SHUGART 81 KINMAN AVE GOLETA CA 93117 N

Agent GEORGE ARMSTRONG 1150 COAST VILLAGE ROAD SANTA BARBARA CA 93108

Owner ELLEN SCHAUB THE OLIVE HOUSE 1604 OLIVE ST SANTA BARBARA CA 93101

Architect = ONDESIGNARCHITECTS JUSTIN VAN MULLEM 925 DE LA VINA STREE SANTA BARBARA CA 93101

1214 STATE ST 039-183-019 MST2004-00005 JWG 16,634

The proposed project involves restoration of the Granada Theatre, including an addition of 13,360 square feet. Of the 13,360
square feet proposed, 6,634 square feet would be added to the building's footprint. The existing dressing rooms on the north
side of the theater would be rebuilt with a 99 foot long, five foot wide and 60 foot high addition to accommodate, stage space; -
exiting, storage, and equipment, as well as a fully accessible dressing room and toilet. An 80 foot long, 10 foot wide and 78
foot high addition to the east side of the theater would provide more stage space and meet stage rigging needs. The south side
addition, which is 100 feet long, eight feet wide and 36 feet high, would accommodate access ramps inside the building. The
remaining 6,700 square feet would be for the construction of a basement level to provide dressing rooms for the performers.
One of the existing ground floor storefronts adjacent to the theater's entrance would be utilized as the theater's ticketing area.
Space in the Granada tower at the second floor would also be utilized for the theater's second floor lobby area.

Owner SANTA BARBARA CENTER FOR PERFORMING ARTS ATTN: PETER FRISCH 1216 STATE STREET, SUITE
93101
Architect  PHILLIPS, METSCH, SWEENEY & MOORE C/O STEVE METSCH 2020 ALAMEDA PADRE SERRA, #220 SA

This list is deemed reliable, but is not guaranteed.
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Status: Pending ' L
1216 STATE ST 039-183-019 MST2004-00005 IWG 16,634

The proposed project involves restoration of the Granada Theatre, including an addition of 13,360 square feet. Of the 13,360
square feet proposed, 6,634 square feet would be added to the building's footprint. The existing dressing rooms on the north
side of the theater would be rebuilt with a 99 foot long, five foot wide and 60 foot high addition to accommodate stage space,
exiting, storage, and equipment, as well as a fully accessible dressing room and toilet. An 80 foot long, 10 foot wide and 78
foot high addition to the east side of the theater would provide more stage space and meet stage rigging needs. The south side
addition, which is 100 feet long, eight feet wide and 36 feet high, would accommodate access ramps inside the building. The
remaining 6,700 square feet would be for the construction of a basement level to provide dressing rooms for the performers.
One of the existing ground floor storefronts adjacent to the theater's entrance would be utilized as the theater's ticketing area.
Space in the Granada tower at the second floor would also be utilized for the theater's second floor lobby area.

Owner SANTA BARBARA CENTER FOR PERFORMING ARTS ATTN: PETER FRISCH 1216 STATE STREET, SUITE
93101
Architect  PHILLIPS, METSCH, SWEENEY & MOORE C/O STEVE METSCH 2020 ALAMEDA PADRE SERRA, #220 SA

21 E VICTORIA ST 039-133-013 MST2003-00040 HLC 305

THIS IS A DUMMY CASE TO TRACK 305 SQUARE FEET OF ADDITIONAL MEASURE E SQUARE FOOTAGE
THAT WAS PROPOSED IN 2003. PLEASE SEE MST2000-00197 FOR PROJECT INFORMATION AND ALL
APPLICABLE FEES.

Owner MICHAEL TOWBES 21 E VICTORIA ST SANTA BARBARA CA 93101

Status: Approved
7 E ANAPAMU ST 039-183-017 MST93-00042 ABR 400.

Demolish a 1,654 square foot building and construct a new 2,054 square foot commercial building.

Applicant 'WESTPAC 3740 STATE SB CA 93105

601 E MICHELTORENA ST 027-270-030 MST97-00507 BEA 30,000

Proposal for a new 30,000 square foot medical office building (Ambulatory Care Center) to be added to an existing 186,000
square foot hospital on a 322,012 square foot lot. The project includes a new parking deck that will result in 74 net new
parking spaces for the hospital campus, new landscaping and public street improvements. A new park is proposed on a vacant
parcel that fronts on Grand Avenue. 4

Applicant RONBISCARO 601 EAST MICHELTORENA SANTA BARBARA CA 93101

Owner CATHOLIC HEALTHCARE WEST 511 BATH STREET 3RD FLOOR SANTA BARBARA CA 93101
Agent KEN MARSHALL 621 CHAPALA STREET SANTA BARBARA CA 93101

Architect CEARNAL ARCHITECTS 521-1/2 STATE STREET SANTA BARBARA CA 93101

This list is deemed reliable, but is not guaranteed.
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Statu s: Approved R
111 E VICTORIA ST 029-071-011 MST2002-00243 IWG 9,905

The proposed project involves a new three-story 17,075 square foot office building for Penfield & Smith. The existing 5,300
square foot Penfield & Smith building at 111 East Victoria Street and 1,723 square feet of the existing 1,870 square foot
Penfield & Smith building at 115 East Victoria Street would be demolished, and the new 17,075 square foot building
constructed, resulting in a net increase of 9,905 square feet. The discretionary applications required for this project are: a
Modification of the parking requirement to allow 39 parking spaces instead of the required 53 parking spaces; Development
Plan approval for 9,905 square feet of net non-residential floor area; a Recommendation to City Council for a final Economic
Development Designation of 7,905 square feet from the Economic Development Category for an office building; and a
Voluntary Lot Merger of parcels 029-071-010 and 029-071-011.

Owner PENFIELD & SMITH ENGINEERS, INC. PO BOX 98 SANTA BARBARA CA 93102
Architect JOHNPITMAN C/O EDWARDS & PITMAN 120 E DE LA GUERRA SANTA BARBARA CA 93101

Status: Building Permit Issned
1221 ANACAPA ST 039-183-034 MST2003-00908 T™MA 8,810

This is a revised project. The proposal is to construct a new parking structure composed of two floors below grade and four
floors above grade. The project would provide approximately 575 parking stalls and would include approximately 10,000
square feet of staff offices, a bicycle parking station and public restrooms in Parking Lot No. 6, located at the rear of the

Granada Theater building.

Owner CITY OF SANTA BARBARA  VICTOR GARZA/PARKING OFFICE
Applicant JOHN SCHOCF  PUBLIC WORKS/ENGINEERING

Architeet HENRYLENNY 1024 CINDY LANE CARPINTERIA CA 93013

Agent HEATHER HORNE 815 HAMILTON STREET REDWOOD CITY CA 94063

130 E VICTORIA ST 029-121-004 MST2001-00531 HLC 10,204

Proposal to demolish an existing 2,644 square foot, one-story buijlding to be replaced with a new 10,204 square foot, two-story
commercial building for the County Clerk Recorder's office, a public building for research, transfer and filing of official public

records.

Architect = GREGORY RECH, ARCHITECTS WEST 1530 CHAPALA ST. SANTA BARBARA CA 93101
Applicant ROBERT OOLEY 1100 ANACAPA ST SANTA BARBARA CA 93101
Owner COUNTY OF SANTABARBARA

END OF REPORT
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Projects with New Nonresidential Floor Area
Certificates of Occupancy Issued
from: 6/1/2002 to: 12/31/2004
City of Santa Barbara, Planning Division
(Area of Project List: Anapamu St. to the north, Milpas St. to
the east, Pacific Ocean to the south and Highway 101/Castillo

St. to the West)
C of O Issue Net New Total Floor S.F. to
Address Case Number APN Date Floor Area Area be demo'ed Zone
107 E MICHELTORENA ST MST99-00355 027-241-014 7/17/2002 1 606 4,799 0

Proposed 606 square foot second story office addition and demolition of an existing substandard garage to be replaced with a 400 square foot garage for the existing 4,333
square foot Phoenix of Santa Barbara facility. The project requires modifications for front and side yard encroachments. Two covered and two uncovered parking spaces
will be provided.

21 E VICTORIA ST MST2000-00197 039-133-013 8/11/2004 1 2,548 13,717 0

A proposal for a 305 square foot addition by enclosing the third floor balconies. A 2,548 square foot addition to the existing 11,169 square foot, three-story office building
was previously approved. The result will be a total of 14,022 square feet on a 12,500 square foot lot.

END OF REPORT

This list is deemed reliable, but is not guaranteed. C Page | ji\crystah\PERMIT_PLAN_REPORTS\MST New Nonres SF.O.mpt



Projects with New Residential Units
Certificates of Occupancy Issued
from: 6/1/2002 to: 12/31/2004
City of Santa Barbara, Planning Division
(Area of Project List: Anapamu St. to the north, Milpas St. to the east,
Pacific Ocean to the south and Highway 101/Castillo St. to the West)

Cof O Issue Net New Total Units Unitsto
Address Case Number APN Date Units on site be demo'ed Zone
1403 GRAND AVE MST2001-00848 029-042-014 10/8/2002 1. -1 1 1 R-2

Proposal to construct a new enclosed stairway on an existing two-story duplex that is proposed to be converted to a single-family residence located on a 7,500 square foot
lot in the Hillside Design District.

19 E MISSION ST MST2001-00138 025-312-009 12/5/2003 1. 2 3 0 R-2/R-O
Proposal to construct a three-story structure comprised of ground level parking, one 2,000 square foot second-story residential unit and one third-story 1,000 square foot
residential unit. There is an existing two-story 3,957 square foot office building containing one 720 square foot one-bedroom unit located in the rear of the lot.
Modifications are requested for a reduction in the open yard area requirement and encroachment of parking spaces into the interior yard.

1523 OLIVE ST MST2000-00114 027-252-008 9/21/2004 1. 4 6 2 R-3
Proposal for a condominium subdivision comprising six new three-story condominiums with six two-car garages and two uncovered parking spaces on a 16,421 square foot

lot. Included in the proposal are 1,139 cubic yards of grading and the demolition of two existing residences. Modifications are requested for encroachments into the
required interior and front yard setbacks.

END OF REPORT
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Projects with Over 1000 Net New Non-Residential Square Footage -
for the Cottage Hospital Traffic Study
{Pending, Approved, or Building Permits Isued)

) 1221 ANACAPAST {MST2003-00908)

APN #: 039-183-034 A ,
This js a revised projec. The proposal is 1o constnict a new parking structore composed of two fioors below grade aud four floors
above grade, The projez) would provide approximately 575 parking stalls and would includp approximetely 10,000 square feet of-
parking staff offices, in addition to public restrooms and a bicyc)e parking station in Parking Lot No. 6, located at the year of the
Granada Theater building. )

' Zone: C-2 ‘ Contact: Tvish Alkn
Measure B Allosalions Square Feet Squate Footapc Totals
. Commaunity Pricrity: 7810 Existing: ¢ Dax: 0
Minor Addition < 1,000 Net New . 5.810

Toral: 8,810

2) 2431 CASTILLOST (MST2003.00518)
APN #: 025-052-004 Zone: GO Contact: Modification Hearing Officer

Proposal 1o demolizh ensting 1,450 square foot duplex snd attached two-car getage, and to construct 3 new 2.875 sguare foot
medica) office building; above a 3,090 square foot garage. Eipbt covercd and three ancovered parking spaces are proposcd.
Mudifications are roquesacé for the bhilding to encroach into the interior yards, parking off the front-yard (public allcy), and 1o
provide 11 of the 12 reqguoired perking spaces, '

Mengure B Allogstions .. Square Feat " Squpre Footage T'otals

Smali Addition 1875 Existing: 0 Domo: 0

Minor Addition 1,000 ‘Not New 2,875

3) .60l EMICHELTORENS ST (MST97-00507)
l APN #: 027-270-030 Zone: C-O Contact: BeatizRamirez

" Proposal for a new 30,0120 square foot medical office building (Ambulntﬁry Care Center) to be added to an existing 136,000 square
foot hospital on & 322,012 square foot lot. The project ncludes a new parking deck that will resvlt in 74 net wow parking spaces for
the hn:ﬁiml campus, new landscaping and public sireet improvements, A new park is proposed on a vacant parce{ that fronts on
Graad Avenve. : ‘

Measure E Alleations Saugre Feet ' Squsr Fooage Yotals
Community Pradty 30,000 Existing; . 0 Domo: O

cememe. - s e m - TmeocemmEmenr CEAcCGooerwer $ (Seceecene: $ SOOI SmwESy CBDEBBEen. ® Pawceoamw

- {
r srcel RangG: {“OS1™. 2049%, rna7°, ® 43", *041°, ~039", *027", 0257
ntaet Nozoio! Camplative over 1000 Ne; Hew Non-Resigentinl Sqonre Footge it Prined on - SAA2008 2 21-3652AM 1 o'y
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Projects with Over 1,000 Net New Non-Residential Square Footage for the Coitage Hdspitgl_ Traffic Study
- ' (Pending, Approved, or Building Permsits Issued) T

1§ 320 WPUEBLOST (MST2003-00112) |
APN i 025-102-00j Zone: CO Contact: - Irma Unzueta.

Proposed Comtage Rosyuial Master Plan, The project involves the demolition of 280,090 square feet including the msin hospital
building, Eye Center aid structures on the adjacent west block. Also proposed is 434,955 square feci of new consmuction. Two
new parking strucrures nre also proposed, One of the parking structures wil) be located behind the Knapp Bujlding a1 2400 Bath
Street, and the other w |1 be Joczted at the northeast corner of Pueblo and Castillo Streets. The one-block section of Castillo Street
that borders on the west side of the hospital thee is locsted between Pucblo and Junipero Swosts Is proposed 10 be closed to allow the
conscruction of the nevs 10spital facility. The project requires Planning Commission approval of the Development Plan and City
Council approval of th : Specific Plan, Devclopment Agreement, and Castillo Street Abandonment. .

Measurc E Allo¢stions Sguare Feet Sounre Fovmge Towls
Economic Development 140,000 Existing: Deme:
NetNew 140,000
Toml: -

©19) 427 WPUEBLO ST (MIST2003-00751)
APN #: 125171040 , Zone: C-0 , Contact: Roxanne Milazzn

Proposal for concepru:d ABR Site Design Review involving two lots (427 W. Pueblo St & 510 W. Pueblo St.) and consisting of s
2,497 square foot seconi-floor addition to an existing 4,925 squaro foot medical offics building and the demwolition of an existing

576 square foot one-stny reaidence. Alse proposed are 26 uncovered parking spaces with eight of the spaces to be provided t 510
W. Puzblo Strect. The project requires Development Plan Approval and a modification for a reduction in the required parking.

Menspre E Alk 1etions Square Feet Squarc Fooiapg Totals
Small Addition; 1,578 Existing: 4606 Dome: O
Minor Additions 1,000 NeaNew 2,575
Total: 7,181 .
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171-040 Zone: CO Contect: Roxanoe Milezan

Progosal46 construct 111,497 square foot, second story addition to an existing 4,925 square foot office building. Employee parkin
to be IxH ich offsitc, A modification will be roquired for parking. ‘ ¢

< Allezations SoypreFeet * Squars Footape Totals

fei

ddition. 1,457 _ . Existingt © 4,925 Demo. O
joi: _ 1.000 NetNew 2,497 Y
) Toumk 742 j
21) 1135 SANPASCUAL ST (MST2001.00113) ‘i
APN#; 029-201-003 Zone: R-3 . Contact: Susie Reardon =

Proposal to demolish a existing 1,188 square foot, single-family residence and n 360 square foot, detached garage, and 1o construct
a 3,988 square foot commerelal building to be used by the United Boys & Girls Club as day-carc facility und community center.

\ﬁ ..;ili'

Measure E Alljcplions - Square Feet Squarc Footape Totgls
Small Additian 2,000 Existing: Demo:
i = ! . emo: 0
Minor Additioy: 1.000 Naa N:fv 3 982
. L
Toul: 3,988

arcol Range: [051%, 049*, *0477, “43°, "0, 089", “927", "023" - Z ) ‘
vange Hospital Cumulative nvor 1000Ne Mow Non-Residmtial Squore Faotege i Prinmd op: 52672008 & 11:3652AM Gof ? \
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Projects with Over 1,000 Net New Non-Residential Square Footage for the Cottage Hospital TrafXic Smdy
(Perding, Approved, or Building Permits Isued) - ' : ,

27) 3815 STATEG-29 (MS:2003-0000])

APN #: 051-010-014 Zone: C-2/8D-2

Proposcd 6,000 square ot addition to Buildingx G and H at La Curnbre Plaza Shopping Center. Parce) numbers 051-010-014,
051-101-0)2 snd 051-010-013 are included in the project. :
Mepgure € Allositions Sanare Feet SquacFopuage Tomls
Small Aodition 4,000 Existingt 477,726  Demo: 0
Minor Addition: 1,979 Net New 5979
. ' Towl: 483,705

Contact: Suse Reardon

-

.
" 23) 1216 STATEST (MST2004-00305)
if APN #: 035-183.019 Zone: C-2 . Contact: Jessica W, Grak
The proposed project involves restoration of the Granada Theatre to accomisodate larger tonring shows, including an addition of
~ 16,634 square feet, Of the 16,634 square fect proposed, 6,634 squarc fect would be added to the building’s footprint. The addition
to the north side of the Taeater would accommodats more stage space, exiting, storage and squipiem as well as a fully accessible
i dressing room and toil#1. The nddition to the east side of the theater would provide more stage space apd stage rigging needs. The
south side addition would accommodate access ramps inside the building. The remaining 10,000 squere feet would be for the
- construction of a basernznt level 10 provide a lounge, restrooms and dressing rooms for the performers.
' -

Mensure € Allczitions Sqoare Feet Seyare Foouge Totals
Economic Devidupment; 16,634 Existing. Demo:
. Mat New 16,634 .
Tots): |

'

24) 3869 STATEST (MST. 2002-00161) .
APN #: 051:022-037 Zone: C-25D-2 ‘ Contaet;’ Roxanne Milazz
Proposal for a 2,858 sijuare faot addition to the reay of Stroud’s Retail stove For a new childcare center and playground for the Grace
Lutheran Church. The lot is currently developed with the 13,041 square foot Grece Luthersn Church, Strond's Retail store, and 31
parking spaces. : :

Meggurs E Allncations Square Feet Sauare Footage Totsls

Small Additien: 1,858 Evising 18,714 Demo: O

Minor Addition: 1,000 NetNew = 2.858 ‘
Total: 21,872

wvec) Ronge: {*051°, 10494, "047°. *143%, "041°, *039", ~027", ®035%)
otare Hospial Camulmive sver 10DD Ne! Tiew NoneR exidontin) Sonese Fovture. md Prinbd an: SISO wr 1§ 1£5 208 PR

..[
|
|
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Projeeis #ith Net New Residential Units for the Cottage Hospital Traflic Study
{Pending, Approved, or Buliding Fernst Issued)

1221 ANACAPA ST (MST2003-00908) Contact: - Trish Allen
APN ¥ 039.133-034 Zoes C2 Residential Units: NctNew: 8 Totel: 8

This s & revised project. The proposal is 1o construct a new parking structure composed of two Tloors below grade and four floors
above grade. The proj =t Would provide dpproximetely 575 parking stalls and would include approximately 10,000 square foet of
parking staff offices, it nddition to public restrooms and a bicycle parking swtion in Parking LotNo. 6, located at the rear of the

A

504 E ARRELLAGA ST (MST2002-00241) Contact: Roxannc Milao
APN & 027-260-001 Zeoe: Ra3 Residential Units:  Exiging: 1 NetNew: 2 Towt 3

Proposa) to dernolish 2n existing ono-car garage, constuct a 2,009 squarc foot three-siory dvplex with am antached three-car garage.
grace four feet below i1 existing 1,472 square foot two-story residence, and construct a 793 square foot sublerransan ghrage on 8
7,508 squsre foot Jot. _ :

flegpiiieghs hafuihayiig rmBE s m—- cLdmewsewa; CEeescamme cm e S -—--. - - - —— —Fhrccadeseane. ewewRRas

514 W ARRELLAGA ST  (MST2002-00758) . Coutact: Roxanne Milazzo
APN £ 043-223-018 Zone: R-3 Residentis) Units:  Existing: 1 NetNow; 1 Totak 2

This 15 a revised project Proposa] to constuct en addjiional 1,923 square foot two-story residernial unit with an attached 481
square foof two-car garge on a 6,772 square foot Jot. The proposal includes the demolition of 8 240 square foor detached garage. .
There is an existing 1,149 sguare foot gne-story residence. A modification is required to allow the uncovered parking spaces to
encroach jnto the requirzd interior yard setbacks.

1211 BATHST (MST2002-00336) Contsct: ABR Suff
APN & 035-162-014 Zone R4 Residential Units:  Disting: 4 Demolished: 2  NetNew: 1 Fouak 5

Proposal to construct :t.5,978 square foot, threc-unit, two-story triplex with three sttached two-car garages and a two-car carport an
an 11,250 square foot Jot with an existing 2,300 squarc foot, two-siory tiplex. The proposol inoludes the reconfiguration of 8
triplex 1o a duplex; ani the demolition of a 713 square foot single-family residence, ope-car garage, end 120 square foot siorage
shed at tho rear of the let, The project imcludes eight covered and one yncovered parking spaces.

1924 BATH ST (3IST2003-D0008) Contact: Modification Hearing Officer
APN ¥ 025-361-D09 Zooeo: R4 Residentia) Units:  Existing: 2 NesNew: 2 Totel: 4

Propossl to construct w0 detached, two-story residential units of approximately 1,600 square fect with amached two-car gatages on
a 10,800 square foot 131, The &its is currently developed with two single-story residential units, which are 690 and 855 square feet,

reeosen C e s ocmem-- cE e e me--——-- e mEGE----- m—men.-—-

420 CALLELAS CALERAS (MST2000-00838) Contact: Trish Allen
APN & 047-021-027 Zope: A-1/5D-3 ResiSential Units: ’ NeNew: | Torak: 1

Proposzl for & new ono-story 3,530 square foot residence including an anached two-car garage on a-vacant 51,400 square foot lot,
located in the Hillside 1eeign District. This project has been reviscd to propose a reduction in the amount of grading on site. There
are 2,245 cubic yards of cut and 3,000 cubic yards of fill proposed for a total import caleulation of 755 cubic yards of grading. The
new grading calcvlatizns have a 71 percent import reduction from the previously reviewed plan, Other proposed changes inchude
the reduction of an ur soversd gocst parking (from three spaces 10 two spaces) and alierstion of the exisiing drivewny to be

serpenti :
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Pryjects with Net New Residential Units for the Cottage Hospital Traffic Stud
: (Pending, Appraved, or Building Permit Issued) S

1611 CASTILLOSF (MST2002-00298) Contact: ABR Stff
APN # 027-161-010  Zone: R4 Residentiol Unjrs:  Exigting 2 Net Now; 1 Touwl: 3

Proposal to construct a 2,437 square foot, three-story, sinple-family vesidence with an attsehod 471 square foot, two-car garageona
16,437 square foot lot. "The lot is currently developed with a 1,790 square foot, two-story duplex with three covered parking spaces

- .o omme @t e FPEmm o - ———-- B Ll e d L L T Rewe oo - -

1732 CHAPALAST (MST2003-00071) Contact: Modificaion Hesring Officer

APN# 027-101-001 - Zwoe: R4 Residentisl Upits:  Existing: 3 _ NaNew. 1  Totsk 4
This 38 a revised projett. Proposal for a new 600 square foor secopd-stary detached residential unit above a new 800 squars foot

RO P IR -——- e - —esevesmaDe DIC = I LR Ry iy e DT wc mmn— =

100) CHINOST (14ST95-00204) Contact: Beatiz Ramirez
APN# 039241011  Zome: A-UR<2 Residentis] Units: NeNow: 4. Towtk 4

Proposal for a four-unit, condominium project with three guest-parking spaces on a 2.05 acre lot. The units vary from 1,526 to
2,282 squarc feet end in:lude antached two-car garages, The project received Planning Commission approval with 3 Copditional
Use Permit for a PUD dz2velopment, on July &, 1995. The Planning Commission forwardcd o recommendstion for tbe rezoning of

- LY gy P ——— - LR N e mEme Emasm. femmmm . P B E® - L R kel LR

1727 CHINOST (MST2004-00003) " Contact: Roxanne Milezz
APN 2 043-152-004 Zone: R-2 Residentsl Units:  Existing ] NetNew; | Total: 2

" Proposal for a 600 squzrc foot accessory dwelling unit, to remedel the existing one-cer parnpe/accessory space, 1o construct &
one-car carport and an additional uncoverod parking space. The lot is currently developed with an existing one-story 1,049 square
foot residence on a 5,000 square foot Jot. The proposal includes the removel of a1 oxisting fruit tree and epcalypms ree. A

--------------------------------------------

3149 CLIFFDR ([tST2001-00358) ' Contact: -BeatrizRamircz
APN & 047092003  Zoue A-15D3 Residentia] Dvitst NeNew: 1 Totgh 1°
Proposal 10 construct i1 3,692 square foot, two-story residence with an attachcd 786 square foot, three-car parage on 2 1.35 acre lot,

....... Moo -- BN TR e LG A gyt Sppibu i sVearRsRresen - L

3535 CLIFF DR (MST2000-00717) ' Contact: Renee Brooke
APN & 047-082-002 Zome A-ISDI Residentio) Unitas NetNew: 1 Total: ]

Proposal for 2 new 2,524 square foot singlc-story residence with an astached 625 square foot garage on a vacant lot located in the
Hillside Design Distrizt with 2 slope of' 53 percent. The project includes 8 wtal of 2,000, cubie yards of grading,

5

Parcol Raoge [*051%, “049". 047, 645°. *041°, "039", ~027~, ~025%)
Cotage Hospital Cumulative Nes New [i2ddestdUnitaipt Printed ap 5762004 g2 11:3629AM 20f 15
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Prtjects with Net New Residential Units for the Cottage Hospital Traffie Stndy"
{Pending, Approved, or Building Permit Isued) .

13) 1516 DELA VINAST (MST2003-30558) ,Conlact: ABR Staff
' APN® 027222021  Zme: R4 Residentinl Units:  Exiging: | NaNew: 2  Towk 3
Proposal to construct a 2,184 square foot three-story, two-unit residential building ebove a four-car parage at the rear of an existing
2,551 square foot two- stary residence with a carport, Jotated on an 8,607 square foot Jot. There is an existing 308 square foot

... gasgetharistobedenplished L. iliiiiilll iiceecmcemeen e

14) 1819 DELA VINAST (MST2002-00242) ' Cosisct: Moditication Hearing Officer
APN® 027-021-012  Zooe: R4 Residential Upits;  Exising: -+ NeaNewd  Towm: 5
Proposal for four new :sidendal units consizting of a new 2,050 square foot, two-story duplex to the rcar and a new 1,217 square
foot, two-story duplex brhind the 1,059 square foot existing onesstory, single-family residence on a 10,750 square foo‘s lot, The
new two-story buildings are proposed with a total of six covered and four wncovered parking spaces and new landscaping. No
grading is proposcd fo* the project. Modiflcations are requested for rear-yard setback, building seperation, and private curdoor :

LJlvingspase. L il eccecmccn eecmmmeeeos R

15) 1827 DELAVINAST (MST2003-00789) ' Contser: ABR Suff

' APN# 027-021-010  Zene: R4 Residenfio) Units:  Exining: ¥ NetNow: 2 Tomt 3
Proposal 1o conszuct two new tuplex units (o create 2 friplex. Unit B is proposed to be 924 square feet and Unit € 1,175 square
feet. Three 427 squar: feet garages are proposed. The existing 1,295 sguare foot single-fomily residence located at the frontis
proposed to remein, ar i the existing two-car garage and one-car carport are proposed to be demolished. The two proposed

...... two-bedroom vnits with three two-car garages below ore located on 07,500 square footlot. | ceevemmnna-

16) 1628 GARDEN ST (MSY2003-D0749) Contact: RoxannsMilz:z
APN £ 027-20)-000  Zone: R-2 ResideotialUpits:  Existing: 1 ~ NaNew:1  Totak 2
Proposal 1o construct aew detached thiee~car garage with a 732 squarc foot second-story one-bedroom unit above the garage. The
existing 2,718 square ot front dwelling is proposed to remain. Modifications ate requested to allow the uncovered parking space

. .toencroach into the interior-yard setback and ayeduction jothe open-yard requirement. - ______ cememen iemena-

17) 1438 CGILLESPIE ST {MST2003-005657) ’ Contact: Modifiemion Huring Officer
APN # 039-023-001  Zone: R-2 Residential Units: ~ Pising: 1 NetNew: 1 Tougk 2
Proposal 1o convert a 3R and garsge into 2 new single story duplex, Thres modifications arc requested for 2 fence, open yard, and

- Fomtyardrequitemens e meemme e e e emmmenema-

18) 1225 MANITOU LANE (MST2003-00313) ' Comact: ABR Stff
APN ¥ 041-D10-036 Zone: R-1 Residentinl Unit: ' NetNew: | Towd: ]
Proposal to constuet t-3ew 3,450 squort foot two-story siogle-family residence with an attached 620 square foot two-car garage on
2 }.42 acrc vacant lot i the Hillside Desiga District. The proposal inchudes approximately 100 cubic yards of grading cutside the

... weinbuldngfootpmr . ... ————— meecdememmmeee

19) 14 WMICHELTOJMENA ST (MST2002-00792) : Contact: HLCStaff
-APN #; (27-231-013 Zope: G2 Residential Unile' NetNew: 1 Tak: 1
Proposal to construct 2 iwo-story. addition consisting of a 904 squarc foot residential unit above a 937 square foot garagetoan

..... existing 910 square fool commercinl building op 2 3,808 squarefootlet. | -

20) 315 WMISSIONST (MST2002-00693) Contact: Modifiction Hearing Officer

APN & 025-352-D05 Zone: R4 _Residentlsl Units: Existing: 2 Dempolished: 1 NetNew: 2 Total: 4

Praposz! to construct 2 1,945 square foot, twe-story bullding with an attached, three-car garage resulting in three new units, and to
remodel ap existing 1 200 square foot, one-story unit and detached, hree-car garage on an existng 7,879 square foot lot. The
proposal includes the tlamolition of an 300 square foot, one-story unit at the rear of the loy, and & ony-car parage.

Porael Rango: 170517, *049%, *0A7". *M43°. *04 1°, “039, *027", "025¥%)

Conage Hi
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PrHects with Net New Residential Units for the Cottage Hospital Traffic Study
(Pending, Approved, or Building Permit Issued) R
‘21) 1523 OLIVEST (MST2000-00114) . _ Contset: Colette Phillippi
' APN # 027-252-008  Zone: R3 Revidential Units:  Existing. 2 Demolished: 2 NetNew:d - Totol: 6

318 W PEDREGOSA ST  (MST2002-00817) ' . Contact: ' ABR Suff
APN #: 025-352-017 Zone: R4 Residentizl Units:  Fxixing: 1 NaNew: )  Towul 4

Proposal to construct 2 1,983 square foot one- snd bwo-story addition fo on existing 1,420 square foot orie-story residence on 2
9,597 square foot lot. The addition will result in thres additional residential units above the three proposed two-car garages. There

aw PEPRECOSJ\ ST (MST2002-00454) - Contacts Jessica Geant
APN & 0272-012-003  Zove: RA Residential Units;  F3ising: ) Demolished: 1 NetNow: 5 Toral: 6

The proposed project involves the constniction of six condominiums consisting of three two-bedroom units and three one-bedroom
units on 12,864 square Joot Jot. The proposal includes twelve parking spaces and the demolition of the existing single-family
residenee and . C '

328 WPEDREGOSA ST (MST2002-00152) , Contact: RoxanneMilmm
APN # 025-352-01%  Zove: R4 Residentia] Unjs:  Existing: 1 NetNew: 1 Totek 2

This is a revised prdje . Proposal 10 construct a 613 sguars foot sccond-story residenco above 2 new 468 square foot Two-car
garage and s new 200 mjuare foot one-car carport on a 4,260 square foot lot. There is an existing 1,030 square foot single-story

1318 SAN ANDRES ST (MST2002-00150) ' . Coptact: Trish Allen
APN K 035-101-008 Zone: R3 Revidentisl Unitss  Existing: 2 Demoliched: 2 NelNew: 3 Total: 5

Proposal to construct jve, two-story, condominium units, rnging in size from 583 square feet to 1,151 square feet. Fhere arc four,
two-car parages and ooe, one-car garage proposed. The project was approved by the Plonning Commission, granting front-yard

624 W SOLA ST MST2001-00338) ' : Contact: Renee Brooke
APN #: 039041-00  Zone: CP . Residential Unmits:  Exigting: 1 ‘ NeNew: 2 Total: 3

Proposal to merge two lots {APNs 039-041-011 and 039-041-010) resulting in a ene-lot subdlvision of a 7,500 square foot Jo for
three condominium ulis. A 60 square foot addition is proposed for the existing 875 square foot residence zt 1402 San Andres,
which would be coavarted into a condominium. This proposal also inchides cwo new condominium units 8t the rear of the lot of
epproximately 1,000 :quare fcet cach with an sttached 400 square-foot two-car garage. Four uncovered pasking spaces are also

411 W VALERIO $f1° (MST2003-00521) ' Contact: Roxanne Miluzmo
APN#® 27165002  Zone: R4 Residentlal Upis:  Exiging’ 1 © NetNew: ) Total: 2

Propossl to dempllsh Lhe existing 200 square foot, one-tar garage; and construct s four-car carport and new 1.036 square foo,
two-bedroom vnit ebive the carport. The new unit will be attached to the sear of the existing 742 squars foot, one-story residonce

-------------- emesw. L el ] LA A B X LA L LT T NN 2 YT Y T

Parccl Runge: [*031°, “D49", ~047", *143°%, "041°, “039~, 027", "0257) -
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Prujects with Net New Residentis] Units for the Cottage Hospital Traffic Study
(Pending, Approved, or Building Permit Jxsued)

28) 210 W VICTORIA 8T (MST2002-00380)
APN# 039-121-0)3  Zone: G2

Contact: Besniz Ramirez
Residential Upits:  Existing: 10 NetNew: 6 Totak 16

Proposal to construct 2 ¢,361 square foot, two-story, multi-family residential szruciore resulting in si_x new z_xﬂ‘ordabl: onits to I_he
rear of 3 21, 384 squam foot lot. Thc lot is currently dcvclopcd with en one-bedroom resid:nﬁal untts tolaling 6,660 squarc feet.

Prreol Runge: ("051°, °049%. “047%. 043", *0417, “029%, 927", *0257]
Cruapo Hoapiol Cumalizive Nes New1:siidentind Cnikmpt Printed on 5762004 w 11:3629AM
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Pr njects with Net New Residential Units for the Cottage Hospital Tmﬁit Shldy

3u)

1)

2)

D T L =y gy

ﬂ’end’mg, Approwd or Bmfdfng Permit Issued) T

26 W ANAPAMU ST’ (MST2001-00661) Contact; Muisch G, Selines
APN ¥ 039-181-021 Zone; C-2 Residential Units; NetNew: 1 Total: |

Proposal 1o conven 1,516 square feet of a commercial addition, which ig cutrently under construction, to a condo, The 1,616
square fect of commenrsizal square footage from the fourth floor will be transfersed to the basement ares, which was supposed to be
infillcd under MST2011(~00179. The basemnent will be used as office space. Part of the basement will still have to be infilled 50 the
property docs not exced the 3,000 square foot maxispum per Measure E. There is no net new commercial square footage
_proposed with this projest.

1727 CALLEBOCA DEL CANON (MST2003-00106) Contact: JaimeLimén
APN &y  041-D52.065 Zone: R-1 Residential Units: NetNew: | Total: )
Proposal to construct i new 941 sguare foot, two-smry resxdem:e with an auached 242 square foot, one=car garage and a detached

gpirehaghybapaiofdysgl gin 44 LR P T P LR I A

3235 CAMPANIL DR (fwsrzooznuzss) ' . Contacts ABR Stff
APN & 047-104-011 Zone: Al - Residentinl Units: NeaNew: 1 Towt: |

This is a evised projes). Proposal to construct a 4,610 sguare foot, two-story residence with o finished undmxmy.'énd an pmached
750 squarc fuol gerage located on a vacaot 40 ,708 square foot Int locaxcd 'm the HIHS)dB Design District. The proposal also

% Dreg oy i i dubgia X' Saphugeghugral LR =g iy ARy dn, | Wil P E E e —E .- - -————— -

3135 CLIFF DR {MST2002-00822) - Contact: Renee Brooke
APN #: DAT082016  Zowe: A1SD3 Residential Vnitn: ‘ . NeaNew:!  Toak 1

Review Afier Final chaages including upper story deck, railing, and hot tub. The prevmusly approved project was for the
construction of & 3,42) square foe two-story single-family residence and an artached 750 square foot three-cir gamage on 8 63,162
squsre foot Jot in the JDilside Design District and Appealable Jurisdiction of the Coastal Zone, The proposal includes the
demolmon of two stoinge shcds wlthm the in:enor-yard setback. The site s curremly developed wnh a l 050 square foot bam.

9

Porccl Ranpe: ["Dﬂ' MN49°, "04T", P 043", "081”, ~0397,~027", 025%)

Comsge Hospiml Cumulmive Net New2iajidentinl Unitsspt Printedon 562008 AVIEBAM
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Prnjects with Net New Residential Units for the Cottage BHospitst Traffic Study
* (Pending, Approved, or Bulding Permit Issued)

33)

34)
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1708 DEXLA VINA ST (MST2001-00205) Contact; ABR Stff
APN # 0327-052-018  Zaene: Rd Residential Units:  Exiging: 1 NetNew: 2 Totak 3

This is a proposal to drgolish an existing detached garage and 10 construct a 2,791 squase foot, two-unit condominium with an
attached 800 square feot garage, located on a 7,750 square foot lat that also contains an existing 1,357 square foot residence ﬂm
will be converted into n condomi nmum

2127 DELA VINA BT (MST2001-00899) Contast: ABR Stzff
APN & 025-232-003  Zone R4 Residential Units:  Exigingt 3 NetNew: 1 Totel: 4

Proposal for a new 1,734 square foot second-story residentinl unlt and 228 squars fest of first-story additions. The new unit will bs
built over the existng .l 476 square foot sesidence in the front of the 11,950 sqare foot lot. The property is also developed with a

2316 DE LA VINA.5T {MST2002-00412) Cootact: Trish Allen
APN # 025-113-120  Zure: R4 ‘Residentiol Unjtse - EXiging: | Demolished: 1 NeaNew: 3 Toud; 4

Proposal to demolish tht cxisuing 1,414 square foot, smgle—smry residence and 400 square foot, two-car garage and to construct
four new 741 square T:ut, two-story condominiums with six covered palkmg spaces, The six parking spaccs will be provided by I

2420 DELA VINA ST (MST2002-00234) Contact: ABR Staff

APN # 025-062-D18  Zone: R4 Renldentinl Upits:  Existings | Demolished: | NetNew: 2 “Total: 3

Proposal to demglish a 1.818 squarc foot single-family residence and construct a 3,930 square foot two-story tripleX on an 8,629

square foot lot. The proposal includes 3 460 square foot garage, a 230 square foot carport, and fhree uncovercd parkmg spaces '
..3ccesed from the putfic olley stherearofthelot. L l

2527 DELA VINA (5'[' {MST2001-00820) Contacts IccquelineEllis

APN & 025-022-005 Zone: R4 Residential Units:  Existing; 1 Demolished: 1 NotNew: 2 Tolak: 3 I

Proposal to demolish an 849 square foot residentiaf unit and to construct three two-story, single-family condominium wnits of
approximately 1,120 :qoare feet each with artached two-car garages on 27,958 square foot lor

IR 2y =prigreaioqimpuint Sl byl - e cceccaRrsvarrw T e YL, O R N L L L LA e

2307 EDGEWATLR WAY (MST2000-00493) Contact: RcnceBrocke

APN & 041-350-012 Zone: E-3SD-3 Residewtinl Unkss NetNew: | Tatalk: 1

Proposal to tonstruct 3 new 2,83 | square foot, two-story residence with amached two-car garape on a vacant 7,640 square foot I
- Bropeny Jowsted inths Hillside DesfpnRisrier_______________.. ¢ e meecmececccmmmmn

8 E FIGUEROAST (MST2002-00751) Contaclz HLC Snff

APN# 039:282:001  Zone: C2  Residootisl Units: : KaNew: 2 Toesb 2

Proposcd convctsion .31 1,498 square fest of commercial space to a residentisl unit on the fourth floor of an cxisting 48,298 square
' foot building on a 10,700 square foot Job An 2dditional 3,190 squarc foot unit is proposed on the fourth flocr, This struciure is on

*® e emsrmcecceccsrcecanew L A R R L. Ly

1734 GILLESPIEST (MST2002-00760) - Contact: Roxanne Ml

APN % 043-1R1-00) Zone: R-2 Residentinl Unite: Nat New: 2 Toral: 2

Proposal to consiruct 2 3,244 square foot, Wo-5tory duplex with two attached, two-car garages on a 6,000 square foot vacont Jor.

Modificztions ere reqested for o reduction in the required open-yard area and 1o have ona of the nwo-car garages encroach jnto the
required front-yard scdlack

A et e T .

0

Pores| Range: [*0S1°, *049°, *0a7", “043", "g41°, “039°%, 037", *p23%) .
Comage Hospinl Cumulative Net New 12:3dential Unilerpl Prnted on S/62004 m11:3625AM ot 13 I
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P1jects with Net New Residential Units for the Cottage Hospital Traffic Study
{Pending, Approved, or Building Permit sued) .

. 41)

42)

13)

44)

--------------------

22 WISLAY ST  (ST2002-00132) Contact: ABR ST
APN & 027+031-0)7 Zone: R4 Residential Upits: P.v.isins: 1 NaNew: | Tota 2

e e .-t - te Ll =L ey e
- n e e - RIC IO W e eeere b - -

234 WISLAY ST  (M5T2002-00321) Conta.et: ABR Staff
APN & 027-021-021 Zone: R-4 Residential Upjts;  Existing: 1 NeANow: 1 Tolal: 2
Proposal to alter a 2,736 square foot duplex that wes created within a single-family residence on 8 9,067 square ot lot. The'
exterior alterations on ihe site include twg uncovered parking spaces and wo covered parking speces. ‘

- - - - PEe--
St . ———- - - LR A S -

1618 LAGUNA ST (MST2001-00574) " Contscts Renee Brooke

APN & 027-202-h24 Zone: Re3 Residentis} Units:  Exging: 2 Demolished: §  NetNew; 1 Total: 3
Proposal to remode] an existing duplex into 3 single-condominium unit 20d 2dd two units of approximately 1,600 square feet each,

" for a three-uniit condominium project (net increase of one unit). An existing two-~car garage would be removed and a total of six

---------------------------------------------------------

1221 MANITOU LN (MST2003-00423) ' Contac: ABR Staff
APN k 041-010-037 Zone: Residsntinl Unitst : NetNew: 1~ Totak |
Proposal for a new 2,2:30 square foor single-story residence with an attached 483 square foot two-car garage on 221,785 square foot

e me Emm *n = - B - - - - - w,. .- - e L L L L Ty SN L 2

1223 MANTTOU LN (MST2003-00102) ' Coutact: ABR Suff
APN #& 041-010-038 Zoae: R-1 Residentiol Unths ‘ NeaNew: 1 Totsk: |

This is a revised projetd. Proposa; 1o construct 2 new 3,000 square foot. Twp-story residence whh an attached 525 square foot
garage on 8 12,897 sqoire oot vecant Jot Jocsted in the Hillside Design District. A modification is requested to allow the garageto

cecmmenmscame’e - R r e e P E e R Al fes = 2 c EESsRbms L L R T R R N il

3475 MARINADIt (MST2000-00300) Coulnet: Laurk Owens
APN ¥ 047-022-003 Zowe: A-1/SD-3 Residential Units NecNew: | Totak: 1

----------------------------------- - N TeTmBrAawessTL - -

" 2520 MODOCRD (MST2000-00241) Contact: Maoriscla Q. Salinas

APN# 049091008  Zone: E-3PUD Residentinl Unies:  Existing: 7 Demolished 7 NetNew: 18 Total: 25

Proposal for a lot merper and 28-lot subdivision/planned residence development. The proposed lot sizes range from 6,400 to 9,800
square feet, Comuoon vpen space areas are also proposed in three additional lots. The project requives Planning Commission
approval for a Teotative: Subdivizion Map, scveral modifications Including froni-yard encroachments, and 2 reduction in the
distance brtween the Innldings Jocated on lot Nos. 1and 2.

Parcel Rongo: [POS1" *049=,“047%, 3%, *p4 1%, =039 ~027", "025"]
Couspe Hospital Cumwlative Not Kew’.ssideatial Units.ypt Printed on Si62004 2 11:3620AM

-------------- P R N N R R L L L e

612 MULBERRY AVE (MST2000-00837) Contact: Modification Hearing Officor
APN# 043-221-012  Zonw R3 Residential Upits:  Existing’ 1 NeaNew: ) Toral: 2

Proposal to demolish en cxisting one-car garage and g Isundry room, and to construct a new, 400 squarc foot, two~car garage with s
new 4D0 square foot studio residential unit shove, with a breezewsy commecting the new stucture to the existing house._

i

dof 13
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P1jects with Net New Residential Units for the Cottsge Hospitsl Traffic Study
(Pending, Approved, or Bullding Permit Issued) .
49) 327 WPADRE ST (MST2002-00459) Contact:  Medifiextion Hearing Officer
APN & 025-292-0802 Zeone: R4 Residential Unitst  Exigting: 1 - NetNew: 1 Totgl: 2
This is a revised proje:t. Proposal to construct a 704 square foot, second-story addition sesulting in » second residential unit above
an cxisting throe~car giage. The new additions will be atiached by a onescar carport to the cxisting 1,277 square foot, single-story
residence 10 create a d:plex on a 4,950 square foot lot. A modificution of the required 10-percent open space i8 being requested. A
_____ previous project wes £:viewed under MST2000-00239, eemmmeemmmmnae. e
50) 71S EPEDREGOSA ST (MST200)-00602) Contact: Modification Hearing Officor
APN # 025414017 Zone: R2 Residentia) Units;  Exising: | , NaNew: 1  Tots: 2
Proposal 10 remodel and to construct an addition of 1,853 square feet to an existivg 1,576 squarc foot residence with a 974 square
foot garage 10 remain v a 9,041 square foot lot located in the Hillside Design District. A new 1,575 square fool residence and 406
.. .Squaye foot gavage s zleo included Inthe proposal. ... L L..o...__ ...
S1) 19198 SAN ANDRES ST (MSI2002-00105) Contact: ABRSiff
APN % ©39-201-014  Zowe: R-3 ResiGenkinl Units:  Pxining: | NaNew; 1 Toual: 2
Propospl 16 construct :12,068 square foot, two-story residence with an atisched 507 square foot, tWo-car garage at the rear of a
7,200 squarc foot lot. The site is currently developed with an existing 950 square foot residence. The project ingludes the
...... dewmohtion of an cxisting detached one-car garmge. Two uncoyered prrking spaces are proposed as partofthe project,
52) 1349 SKVYLINE WY (MST2003-00837) . Contact: Adam Nwves
APN # 08]-155-003  Zoae: B-l  Residentin) Usits: NeaNew: I Totak |
Dummy case to rack Now SFR. : '
53) 508 W YALERIO ST (MST2003.00862) Comact: ABR Stff

Porce) Range: [*051%. "049°. *047°, ‘043", ‘044", 039, *027", 10257]
Cotage Hospiml Qumnlative Nat New F:asideniif Unlizrpi Printed o 5/62004 1t 11:3629AM

APNO® 043182010  Zome: B2 Residentls] Ushsr  Existmg: 1 ‘ NeNew: {  Totals.2

Proposal to convert 692 square feot of an existing single fmﬁily dwelfing 10 an accessory dwelling vnit on a 5,275 square foot fot.
The proposal Includes upprading vtilities to allow separate meters for the new unit.

_———- T AR Acc e cm - 0000 O ecaw e e I R L R g N e
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Prnjects with Net New Residentis] Unlts for the Cottage Hospital Traffic Study.
: (Pending, Approved, or Building Permi Isued) T

] gt b oS e yeos vl —
5 "-"f:'-:..'-:f" A = K5

54) 1225 ANACAPA (V/ST2002-00373) . Contact: Trish Allen
APN# 039-183-034  Zene: G2 Rexidential Units: _ NetNew: 3 Torak: 8
Reviscd proposal for eight new 526 square foot and four new 306 squave foot residential units adjacent to Pmkfng Lot 6. The
proposal hes changed from a two-story to a three-story project. The total square foompge for the residential portion haslmcreased
...... from 4,52810 6,870 separe feet, ... ecmemeeeamn..  emmemcmccecmemmes | memeenes
§5) 1924 BATHST (NIST2003-00637) } Contact: Jessico W Grenmt
APN # 025-361-009 - Zone R4 Residmntin) Unles:  Existing: 2 NerNew:.2 Total; 4
The pmjcctA consists 05 proposal 1o construct two new condominiums ind convernt two existing single family scsidences to
condominiums on a 1,310 square foot lot. The two proposcd units are currently in plan check as rental units
(MST2003-00008/BL D2003-01162). Building permits, BLD2003-01873 end BLD2003-02194, have been issued for remodels-of
heexismgunis, A&B. .. el IR e
56) 1935 BATHST (MST2002-00620) ‘ Comtact: ABR Stff
APN # 025-352-008 Zooe: R4 ‘Residentinl Units;  Exising: | : NetNow. 3 Towak: 4
Demoljsh cxisting 132. square foot parage and construct a two story addition to an existing 1,332 square foot singﬁ"-ﬁmily rosidence
on & 3,630 square foo! lot, The addition will result in three new apartments constructed over five carports, Two additional
... ,uncovered parking spuzesareproposed. | _______._. ' - e mmmecmmmme—a—an ————- .
57y 1729 CALLE BOCA DEL CANON  (MST96-00207) * Contact? ABR Stuff
APN f: 031052-007  Zome: RETIRED Residential Units: _ NegNew: 1 Total: 1
Proposed new 2,510 s3uare {oot, two-ptory sesidentinl unit with attached garage addition on an 8,671 square foct lot et 1727 Calle
Boca del Canon (APNH 41-052-08). This project alsp includes the conversion of 2 632 squore foot residence tn a two-car garage
and zceessory space OV:r A property line at 1729 Colle Boca del Conon (APN# 41-052-07). Both lots are located in the Hillside
... DesigaDismier __ _____ _____ L .ao.... e en e
§8) 1642 CALLECAMDN (MST2003-00674) Contact: Trish Allen
APN # 041-140-008 Zone: A-2  Residential Usits: NorNew: | Toisl: 1
SEE MST 99-00605 'R PLANNING COMM1SS1ON REVIEWS AND APPROVALS FOR THE SUBDIVISION.
Proposal for a.new 3,501 square foot residenee with a 443 square foot anached garage on a 2,35 acre lot located in the Hillside
_____ Design District. e cceeea S
59) 1654 CALLECAMNON (MST2003-00675) ' Contact: Trish Alkn
APN ¥ 14)-140-009 Zone A2 - Residential Unhg: . NetNews | Touwh; 1
SEE MST 95-00606 POR PLANNING COMMISSION REVIEWS AND APPROVALS FOR THE SUBDIVISION,
Propose! for a new 3, .E] square foot residence with an attached 525 square foot garage on 2 3.05 acre lot in the Hillside Design
District. ‘
60) 29 W CALLE LAURELES (MST2002-00575) S Contacti Breat Hurwiz

Parsol Romge: ["051°, *044%, *04%%, 249", 041", 'aiv“;. ©627", “023 %)
Cottare Hospinl Cumolitive Mot New F.eridcatia) Unit rpt Privecd en 5/62004 ot 11:36:29AM

APN # 051-122004  Zone: C-25D2 Reslacntial Unfts: NﬂNw'-\S.'\- . Towl §

Propossl for ﬁve, Tiew, threc-story, two-bedroom condomjniumm waits above a ncw parking structure, on a 17,400 squace foot lot
with an cxXisting 6,580 squaze oot commercial building.

s s
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Prajects with Net New Residential Units for the Cottage Hospital Traffac Study .
(Pending, Approved, or Building Pennit Jssued) R
61) 315 W CARRILLO 5T (MST2003-0047)) Contact; Jessics Grant .
APN# 039-302-030  Zons: C-2 Residential Uit NatNew: 61 Towk: 61

Proposal for constrict.on of 61 efficicncy units and one manager’s uait on a sitc consisting of tree parcels totsling 21,740 square
feet, Two existing coruipercial buildings totaling 1,736 square feet ere proposed 1o be demolished. The proposed units wo.uld be
215 square feet in 5ize and restricted to affordable renta] howsing households at or below eighty percent (80%) of area wmedian
income. The building is propased at two and thrée stories in beight and would contsin 2,051 sqnare feet of common building area
for program scrvices, :zorage and laundry facilities, 5,759 square feer of landscaped courtyards, and a 3,000 square foot deck on the
accond leve). Sevente:n parking spaces are proposed in a parking garage located at gyade level, Modifications of lot arca, l

62) 1812 CASTILLOST (MST2004-00226) ~ _Contact:  ABR Staff l
. APN # 027-112-922 Zone: R4 Residential Unitp: EXiZing: 2 Demaolished: | NctNow; 3 Toial: §

Proposal 10 teinstste approval pranted unpder MST1999-00364 which sxpired October 2003. Propossl to demolish an existing
residence and constnus two pew twosgtory duplexcs (totalling 3,280 square fect) to the rear of un existing J,032 square foot, .
single-story residence b an 11,250 square foot lot. The proposal includes a total of nine parkimg spaces consisting of four

...... uncovered parking spices and five coveredspaces. | . ___.iiooiii... cecocilemmeriodas. aae

63) JBIB CASTILLOST (MST2003-00887) Contnct: ABR Stff l
APN # 027-012-023  Zope: Re4 Residentinl Units:  Fxisting: | NaNew: 5 Totak: 6

Proposal to construct 1 3,029 square foot two-story aportment building consisting of five one-bedroom apartments above the three l

---------------------------------------------------------- rrercman - - -

64) 1919 CASTILLOST (MST2003-00585) ' Contact: Modification Hearing Officer l
APN & 023-351-006 Zoac: R-4 Residentia) Units:  Existhg: 2 NetNew: 2 Totad; 4
Proposal to construct s 2,435 square foot, detached duplex consisting of two, rezidential units above five, one-car garages ot the rear
of 8 5,108 square foot lat. The proposal includes the demplition of the existing, detached, four-car garage. The existing 2,078
...... square foot duplex et he front of the lotjs proposed wremainwnaleesed,
65 2313 CASTILLOST (MST200400314) Contact: Unassigned -
APN ¥ 025221011 Zooe: R-3 Residential Units;  Enisting: 2 Demolished: 2 Nt New: 2 Toral: 4

Proposal for four new cne-bedroom condominiums with four covered and two uncovered parking spaces on a 6,750 square foot lot.
The two existing dwe lings and four car garage are proposed to bo demolished. planning Commission approvel is required fora .

...... tentative subdiviwon g, . :
66) 2117 CASTILLOST (MSI2004-00315) . Comtact: Unassigned .
APN®: 025221010  Zone: R Residential Unjte:  EXIEIng 1 - Dcmolished: 1 Nt New; | Towak 2 .

Psoposol for twa new nwo-bedroom condorﬁini_ums with two two-car attached garages. The existing dwelling and shed are proposed
to be demolisbed, Plinning Commission approval is required for o tentatvie subdivision map. I

----------------------------------------------------- TS s Eem e - -- o-—- oo --

Parect Range: [*031°, “0e8", *0477, "(w3", *041*, “039°, =037, 025"} L{
Cottoge Hospite)-Cumulative Net New bz identinl Unitspt Printedon 5462004 n11I629AM fiof 1S
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P mccts with Net New Residentisl Units for the Cottage Hospitsl Traffic Stndy
(Pending, Approvod, or Building Permit Issucd)

67)

rmmm e .- .--------..-—-- R L L L L e e R e R AR R — - ——-—
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-------------------

8 E IGUEROA ST (MST2003-00880) Contact: HLCSnff
APN % 039-252-D01 Zone: Ce2 Residentls! Units: Nt New: 2 Tosal: 2

Proposed conversion ¢£ 1,498 sguare fect of commercial spacc 10 a residential unit on the fourth floor of an existing 48,298 square
foor buﬂdmg ona 10, l)ﬂ square foot lol An sdditionaf 3,190 square foot unit i3 proposed on the fourth floor. Tms struerure i3 on

$21 W FIGUEROA ST (MST99-00435) Contact: Jessica W. Gramt
APN #: 039-241-012 Zone A-1R-2 Residential Units: Exigmg: 3 NciNew: 1 Total: 4

The site contains » Swrurture of Merit. This is a revised proposal to construct a two-story 1,516 squart foot residence with an
atwached 485 square fcot garage and a 465 square foot accessory space above a 465 square foot garage on a 1,24 acre Jor. Thereis
120 cubic yards of gmdmg proposed. The site is split zoned with partial A-1 and R-2 zoning. There are three existing residences
on the Jot. 111e ¢ project iss 2dded 2 swimming pool.

115 WISLAY ST (MST2002-00488) ~ Comtact: Trih Alln
APN# 027092005  Zooe: R4 Rosidcntial Unils;  Existing: 2 Domolished: 2 NaNew: 1 Towl: 3

Proposal to consmruct i1 5,752 square foot, two-stary, multi-residential building resulting in three condominiums with three srched
Two-car garages on 3 %, 500 square foot lot. The cxisting 1,700 squars foot, one-story duplex and d:tachr.d gavage/storage buildings -

900-1100 LAS POGITAS RD  (M5T98-00608) Contact: Renee Brooke
APN ik 047-010-016 Zone: COUNTY Residentinl Units: Net New: 24 Total: 24

The pmject consists of the annexation of approx. 50 acres. A subdivision and development is proposed on approximazely 15 acres.
The remaiving 35 acres would remain In open space. The subdivision would create 28 lots, 24 for msldenhai development, and .
four for open space. ~he 72sidential lot sizes would range from Bpprox. 5,700 sF'to 15300 sf. Unit size ranges from 1,100 sf for the
four-plex units to 3,5(1 5F plus 300 accessory space for the sf’s. Two covered parking spaces are proposed for the sfr nd d\lplex

and nine bacovered pirking spaces are proposed for 1he four-plex. The existing natural bio-swale would be relocated and ‘
incorporated into the ilrainage plan. Approximately 175 of the existing approximatcly 240 trees would be removed as part of the
project. 812 new tree} vould be planted. All new development is propossd at least S0-feet from the top of the existing ereck bank,
Non-native/cxotic invssive plants would be removed within the cveek ares along both sides of the creek and the creek buffer area
would be planted witt native plants and trees. Creek bank repair is proposed in two locations. Approx, 14,050 c.y. of cut and
13,905 cy. of fill wuld be nccessary for the project mproveme.nm In addition, approx. 102,900 c.y. of cut and 102,900 c.y. of fill

L e Tt e g g _ Sl S E e e EE e P T @ - - o e

401 LASPONTA-: RD (MST1999-00340) . Contact: Renes Brooke
APN i 047-093-004 Zons: COUNTY - Residential Units: NetNow: 1 Total: |

o feamm -----------_--.--.p. L e T T U gy Py o

116 WLOS OLIVCIS STC (VST2003-00590) Contact: Kathla’n'l(amedy

APN R (25-183-013 Zoue; R4 Residential Uniasy  Eximing: 1 Demolished: 1 NeNew: 3 'Tntal 4

grcpo;al for four new condominivm uaits. An existing single family rosidence is. currently situated on the site and is propased for
€mo tlon.

15

Parcel Ronge: °031° “0a9*, “047~, ‘a2°_ T0eL ", 039", “027", “023%)

Coopo Hespin] Cumslstive Net New Fiesidontia) Unizme Privied on S/62004 at 11:3609AM
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Pr ojects with Net New Residential Units for the Cottage Hospital Traffic Study
. (Perding, Approved, or Building Permit Jssued) T

74)

76)

8)

Farvecl Rangg: [031% "049% “047~, a3, *nd{ ", ~029°, “p37", “028°) .
Coxsge Hospits} Cumulative Not New Fuzsidential Unitarpt Prinod on 5/62004 511 1:3620AM Bof 15

. . . Commission approyal for a CU for a secondary dwelling unit in the R-1 Zone,

601 EMICHELTOWENA ST (MST2003-00827) ~ Contact: Jessica W. Grant

APN 22 027270030 Zone: GO Residential Units: NetNew: 115 Torak: 115

The proposed St. Franis Residential Project is locatcd on a 5.94-acre sit that is bounded by Grand Avenue op the north,
Micheltorcna Street onThe south, California Sueet on the cast end Arrellaga Strect on the west. The proposed St Francis
Residentin) Projoct would remove the existing St Francis Hospit) buildings, totaling approximately 189,000 square feet. and
replace them with 115 rzsidential condominiums thet would be occupied by Counge Hospital Eraployees.

The spphications requirsd to carry out this project are expectad to be a Tentative Subdivision Map, Final Map and Lot Merger,
Rezone to adjust the C-O/R-2 zone lir_m to follow the proposed property lines, and Lot Avea 'Modiﬁca:ion.

1240 W MICHELTORENA ST (MST2003-00458) _ Comict: ABR Siff

APN # 041100010 Zooe: Rl Residential Units: NctNew: | Toal: 1 l
This is a revised proje:t. Proposal for a 1,364 squave foot, threc-story residence with an attached, 478 square foot gatage on 2

5,723 square foot vacint lor, focated in the Hillside Design Distict. The proposal includes approximately 338 cubic yards of

grading under the mai-building footprim of the structure, end approximately 53 cobic yards of grading is proposed ouside the l

roain footprint. A moification is requested for an encroachment into the required front yard, Additionally, an encroachment

'624 MULBERRY AVE (MST2004-00107) C Contact: Kathleen Kennedy .
APN # 033221015 ~ Zone: R=3 Residential nite ~ Exiging: ¥ NcotNew: 1 - Towuk 2

Proposal for a new 851 square foot two-siory condominium unit and a new 473 square foot attached two-car garage. The existing

e R L L R L o L] eVl e rcmrwcmcs e e 200 mrrmsccmcecvceomcroeow LR AR L L L Y R R

2528 ORELLAST (MST2002-00763) Contact: ABR Suff l
APN % 025-:022-022 Zoae: R3 ‘ Residential Upite  Exigting: 1 Demolished: 1 NaNow: 2 Toinl: 3

Proposal to construct . 3,634 squarc foot, two-story triplex with two attached one-car garepes and four uncovered parking speses on
a 6,440 squore foot lo.  The existing 1,304 squate foot residential unit with 8 detached 314 square foot gerage is proposedtobe -

223 WPEDREGOSA ST (MST2004-00152) Contact: Alison DeBusk l
m & 27:02)-002 Zone: R4 Reyidentinl Usitss  Exigting: 1 Demolished: 1 NeaNew: 2 Totak 3
Proposal for PRT for “hree new two-story condominium units approximately 1,350 square fcet each with atiached two-~car garapes,

1008 W PEDREGOSA ST  (MST2002-00014) Contact: ABR Stff
APN # 043-1]2-008 Zaone: R-1 Resldemisl Unis:  Bxizmingr 1 . Nt New: Total: 2 l

Proposal to convert a 40 square fool second story bedroom to a secondary dwelling unit, enlarge tbe first floor bedroom, rerove
*as-built” improveme:yts, addition to single car garage. Re-install garage door and remum 1o garage use. Project requires Planniog

(e
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Prijects with Net New Residentia] Units for the Cottage Hospital Traffic Study
(Pending, Approved, or Building Permit Jssved) -

79) 1204 SAN ANDRES ST (MST2003-00830) Contack: ABR Suff
APN i 039-15)-007 Zone: R-3 Residentin] Unite:  Existing: 1 NetNew: | Total: 2
Proposal 10 construct & new attached residential unit to an existing 1,574 squarc foot single-story residence, The new residence is

-—--- - CSmm e a_~ e
- = - - f e m -

A cnm e nte w-. cwwainw

L e X

30) 1316 SAN ANDRES ST (MST2003-00570) o " Comtact: ABRSuff
' APN & 043-251-020 °  Zome: R3 Residential Units:  Exigting: | NetNew: | Total: 2
Propozal to construct & new 1,862 squarc foot two-story residence with two bedrooms, one dersched unit. and & Iwo-car garage en'a

- - .- -a'mw - —m o .- -m LT T L R L L .-~ BB rrcmre--, v
- e e e e remldeamee  emeamee

81) 219 W SOLA ST 1418T2000-00744) Contget: ‘Bestriz Ramirez
APN # 039-121-014  Zene: R4 Residential Unitst : NctNew: 6 Tosal: §
PRT review for 5ix pn iposed new low-income units w be Joczted on a 7,297 square foot interior lot with alley access of ¥ Sola Street
2t two Jocations. Lot itrea and setback modifications will be required for approval. Am existing ope-story structure containing 10

. Barege/slorage units is proposed to be demolished,

82) 2550 TREASURE DR (MST2003-00707) , Coptact: Trih Alkn
APN % 051-330-003 Zone: E-3SD-2 Residentis) Unite: Existing: 282 TDemalished: .  NetNew. 19 Torak 301
Proposal for 2 PRT fo- a Master Plan for Samarkand Senior Housing remodel,

L X Y gy > smesseows L ) L pur e PR R e~ m AR CTeaertaes 2  mmweeS

83) 1533 W VALERIO 5T (M5T2003-00338) Contact: Allison DeBusk
APN# OM1-071-031  Zone: A-2/R-1 Residential Units:  Exising” 1  NaNew:l  Yotak 2

Proposal for 8 two-Jot subdivision of & 3.45-acre Jot resulting in two 75,140 square-foot lots, and 2 5,056 square foot three-story
Tesidence with an attahed 1,014 square foot garage located in the Hillside Design Districe. The propossl includes 2 1,575 square:
fool pecessory space. The existing single-family residence comently occupies the property, which is proposed to remain.

X T Py _Appug digy Ll S N S - e emaecepRn | cembhe

B4) 1235 VERONICAPRINGSROAD (MST2003-00793) ' Coumtact: Renec Brooke
APN # 047-010-03%  Zsne: COUNTY Residentis] Upits:  Existiog: 1 Demolished; NetNew: 177 Toml: 178

Proposal to annex the property, demolish the existing 28,700 square foot Hillside House facility and o)l accessory buildings,
construct 178 new dw e ling vnits, 2dministrazion office, community center. leasing and management office, non-profit leass space,

______ and therapy pool .. e . e aeee——— .
35) 1621 VILLA AVE (MST2004-00313) , Contact: Roxanpe Milzzo
APN# 033211006  Zone: m.  Residential Unitsr  Exising ) - NaNew: 1 Toral: 2

Nick does not mect soinr and will redraw and submitt tomorrow MEMProposal for a new 400 square foot pecessory dwclling bnit
above an cxisting garige, A modification ig Tequired for the new garage to be brought up to code within the required jnterior yard
sctback, Also propostd is a 185 square foot first floor and 338 square foot second floor addition to the existing 959 square foot

el e e
%) 26 WADECT (M5T2003-00139) Contact: ABR Stwff
APN ¥ 047-091-030 Zme: A-15D) Residential Unity: ' NetNew: 1 Totel; |

Thia i & rovised projost. Proposed constructlon of 3 4,076 square foot, three-story residenco with an attached 1,110 square Toot,
tvo-car garage on 8 51.546 squars foot vicant Jot, locatzd In the Hillside Design District, There is approximately 648 cubic yards
of groposcd rading ptside of the matn-building footprint.

A4 e 3 410 g g Y :
i3
S o -1

Boree) Range; [70L17, "0ep*, 047", *N43", *G41°, 9397, ~027". "615"] [ q’
Cotiage Hospitnl Cumulotive NetNew liesldential Unin.iit. Trintedon S/62004 af 1 1:3629AM

- v Premnemmy mw - P EmS e e -

fdof 15
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PAGE 23

Projects with Net New Residentisl Units for the Cottage Hospital Tmﬂic Study
(Pending, Approved, or Building Permit Jssued)

**i’lca:e note thar snddivisions that don't include the development of thre residences atthis time have also besn included
' ** Algo note thatt xesidential sare facilities bave a]so been included in the repart eventhough no "residential wnits” persue are
hcmg constrcted.

&

Farcol Ronge: [*0SL" "0439", 047" "Da3¥, *04}", *035*, ~027°,*824]
Couzgt Hoopiml Cumulotive Net Nev' Fsidentlal Unit tpt. Prinxed on 5762004 2 1 1:34:44AM 1501 15




Appendix E

Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation
Workforce Housing Project

Construction Health Risk Assessment






Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce Housing Project Final EIR
Appendix E

Appendix E

Please refer to Master Response No. 1 in Final EIR Volume III (Responses to
Comments). The Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) has
determined that it is not appropriate for the Final EIR to provide an evaluation of
potential project-related cancer risk from short-term construction equipment emissions of
diesel particulate matter. Therefore, the original Health Risk Analysis, dated December
15, 2004, has been removed from the Final EIR. The original Health Risk Analysis may
be reviewed during office hours at the Santa Barbara City Planning Department.

With the concurrence of the APCD, a more appropriate evaluation of potential project-
related chronic non-cancer health effects that have the potential to occur as a result of
project-related emissions of diesel exhaust from construction equipment has been
included in the Final EIR. This Health Risk Analysis is provided in Volume III of the
Final EIR.

City of Santa Barbara






Appendix F

Santa Barbara Cottage Hbspital Foundation
Workforce Housing Project

Air Quality Emission Estimate Worksheets
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URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 7.5.0

ile Name: C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2k2\phase lconst mit revised.urb
coject Name: Cottage construction -
roject Location: Santa Barbara County

1-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

SUMMARY REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summex)

ODNSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

PM10 PM10 PM10
exx 2006 *** ROG NOx CcO 802 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
[OTALS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 11.91 97.99 86.20 0.13 11.71 4.33 7.38
FOTALS (lbs/day, mitigated) 11.91 80.37 86.14 0.13 9.91 2.53 7.38
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URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 7.5.0 -

ile Name: C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2k2\phase lconst mit revised.urb

roject Name: Cottage construction —ian

roject Location: Santa Barbara County

n-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

SUMMARY REPORT
(Tons/Year)

ONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

**% 2006 *** . ROG NOx Cco S02
TOTALS (tpy, unmitigated) 0.59 4.15 4.68 0.00
TOTALS (tpy. mitigated) 0.59 3.47 4.68 0.00

PM10
TOTAL
0.23
0.14

PM10
EXHAUST

0.14

0.05

PM10
DUST
0.09
0.09
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URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 7.5.0 -
tle Name: C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2k2\phase lconst mit revised.urb
roject Name: Cottage construction - R
roject Locatien: Santa Barbara County

1-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

DETAIL REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)

»nstruction Start Month and Year: January, 2006
»nstruction Duration: 9.4

>tal Land Use Area to be Developed: 2 acres

iximum Acreage Disturbed Per Day: 2 acres

.ngle Family Units: 0 Multi-Family Units: 35
:tail/Office/Institutional/Industrial Square Footage: 0

JNSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES UNMITIGATED (lbs/day)

PM10 PM10 PM10

Source ROG NOx CO 502 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
¢k %k 2006***
1ase 1 - Demolition Emissions
1gitive Dust - - - - 7.34 - 7.34
f-Road Diesel 11.09 88.06 79.46 - 4.06 4.06 0.00
1—~Road Diesel 0.61 9.53 2.38 0.13 0.29 0.26 0.03
>rker Trips 0.21 0.40 4.36 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.01
Maximum lbs/day 11.91 97.99 86.20 0.13 11.71 4.33 7.38
1ase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
1gitive Dust - - - - 0.00 - 0.00
:f-Road Diesel 7.88 56.91 60.39 - 2.42 2.42 0.00
1-Road Diesel 0.27 4.16 1.04 0.06 0.12 0.11 0.01
>rker Trips 0.06 0.04 0.76 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01
Maximum lbs/day 8.21 61.11 62.19 0.06 2.55 2.53 0.02
1ase 3 - Building Construction
.dg Const Off-Road Diesel 4.43 29.22 36.01 - 1.15 1.15 0.00
.dg Const Worker Trips 0.08 0.05 0.96 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01
-ch Coatings Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
ch Coatings Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0:00 0.00
sphalt Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
sphalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
sphalt On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
sphalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 4.51 29.27 36.97 0.00 1.16 1.15 0.01
Max lbs/day all phases 11.91 97.99 86.20 0.13 11.71 4.33 7.38
1ase 1 - Demolition Assuﬁptions
-art Month/Year for Phase 1: Jan '06
1ase 1 Duration: 1.1 months
111ding Volume Total (cubic feet): 433422.08
1ilding Volume Daily (cubic feet): 17479.28
1-Road Truck Travel (VMT): 324
:f-Road Equipment
No. Type Horsepower Load Factor Hours/Day

1 Cranes 190 0.430 2.0

4 Other Equipment 190 0.620 8.0

3 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes 79 0.465 10.0
1ase 2 - Site Grading Assumptions
-art Month/Year for Phase 2: Feb '06
lase 2 Duration: 0.9 months
1-Road Truck Travel (VMT): 142
“f-Road Equipment
No. Type Horsepower Load Factor Hours/Day

2 Crawler Tractors 143 » 0.575 3.0

1 Excavators 180 0.580 4.0

1 Graders 174 0.575 4.0

1 Rollers 114 0.430 3.0

1 Rubber Tired Dozers 352 0.590 8.0

2 Trenchers 82 0.695° 4.0

1ase 3 - Building Construction Assumptions

-art Month/Year for Phase 3: Mar '06

1ase 3 Duration: 7.4 months

Start Month/Year for SubPhase Building: Mar '06
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SubPhase Building Duration: 7.4 months
Off-Road Equipment
No. Type Horsepower Load Factor Hours/Day
1 Crawler Tractors 143 0.575 3.0
1 Pavers 132 0.590 2.0
1 Rollers . 114 0.430 3.0
3 Rough Terrain Forklifts 94 0.475 7.0
1 Rubber Tired Loaders 165 0.465 3.0
2 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes 79 0.465 4.0
SubPhase Architectural Coatings Turned OFF
SubPhase Asphalt Turned OFF
DNSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES MITIGATED (lbs/day)
' PM10 PM10
Source ROG NOx co 502 TOTAL EXHAU
ckk 2006k **
1ase 1 - Demolition Emissions
1gitive Dust - - - - 7.34
:f-Road Diesel 11.09 70.45 79.46 - 0.81 0.
1-Road Diesel- 0.61 9.53 2.38 0.13 0.29 0.
>rker Trips 0.21 0.39 4.30 0.00 0.02 0.
Maximum lbs/day 11.91 80.37 86.14 0.13 8.46 1.
1ase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
1gitive Dust - - - - 0.00
:f-Road Diesel 7.88 56.91 60.39 - 2.42 2.
1~Road Diesel 0.27 4.16 1.04 0.06 0.12 0.
>rker Trips 0.06 0.04 0.76 0.00 0.01 0.
Maximum lbs/day 8.21 61.11 62.19 0.06 2.55 2.
1ase 3 - Building Construction
tdg Const Off-Road Diesel 4.43 23.38 36.01 - 0.23 0.
Ldg Const Worker Trips 0.08 0.05 0.95 0.00 0.01 0.
-ch Coatings Off-Gas 0.00 - - - -
~ch Coatings Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0
sphalt Off-Gas 0.00 - - - -
sphalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.
sphalt On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.
sphalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.
Maximum lbs/day 4.51 23.42 36.96 0.00 0.24 0.
Max lbs/day all phases 11.91 80.37 86.14 0.13 9.91 2
mstruction-Related Mitigation Measures
’hase 1: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
Percent Reduction{ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 80.0%)
‘hase 1: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 20.0% CO 0.0% S02 0.0% PM10 0.0%)
’hase 1: Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch
Percent Reduction(ROG 1.0% NOx 1.3% CO 1.3% SO2 1.3% PM10 1.3%)
‘hase 2: Soil Disturbance: Apply soil stabilizers to inactive areas
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% sS02 0.0% PM10 30.0%)
‘hase 2: Soil Disturbance: Replace ground cover in disturbed areas quickly
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% S0O2 0.0% PM10 15.0%)
‘hase 2: Soil Disturbance: Water exposed surfaces - 2x daily
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 34.0%)
’hase 3: Off-Road-Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
Percent Reduction{(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% S02 0.0% PM10O 80.0%)
‘hase 3: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 20.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 0.0%)
'hase 3: Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch
Percent Reduction(ROG 1.0% NOx 1.3% CO 1.3% SO2 1.3% PM10 1.3%)
’hase 3: Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch
Percent Reduction(ROG 1.0% NOx 1.3% CO 1.3% S02 1.3% PM10 1.3%)
'hase 3: Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch
Percent Reduction(ROG 1.0% NOx 1.3% CO 1.3% S02 1.3% PM10 1.3%)
ase 1 - Demolition Assumptions
art Month/Year for Phase 1: Jan '06
ase 1 Duration: 1.1 months
ilding Volume Total (cubic feet): 433422.08
ilding Volume Daily (cubic feet): 17479.28
-Road Truck Travel (VMT): 324
f-Road Equipment
No. Type Horsepower Load Factor Hours/Day
1 Cranes 190 0.430 2.0

¢
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4 Other Equipment 190 0.620 8.0
3 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes 79 0.465 10.0

1ase 2 - Site Grading Assumptions
art Month/Year for Phase 2: Feb '06
1ase 2 Duration: 0.9 months

1-Road Truck Travel (VMT): 142
f-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower Load Factor Hours/Day
2 Crawler Tractors 143 ) 0.575 3.0
1 Excavators 180 0.580 4.0
1 Graders 174 0.575 4.0
1 Rollers 114 0.430 3.0
1 Rubber Tired Dozers 352 0.590 8.0
2 Trenchers 82 0.695 4.0
1ase 3 - Building Construction Assumptions
tart Month/Year for Phase 3: Mar '06
1ase 3 Duration: 7.4 months
Start Month/Year for SubPhase Building: Mar '06
SubPhase Building Duration: 7.4 months
Off-Road Equipment
No. Type Horsepower Load Factor Hours/Day
1 Crawler Tractors 143 0.575 3.0
1 Pavers 132 0.590 2.0
1 Rollers 114 0.430 3.0
3 Rough Terrain Forklifts 94 0.475 7.0
1 Rubber Tired Loaders 165 0.465 3.0
2 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes 79 0.465 4.0

SubPhase Architectural Coatings Turned OFF
SubPhase Asphalt Turned OFF
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\anges made to the default values for Land Use Trip Percentages

:anges made to the default values for Construction

le user has overridden the Default Phase Lengths

molition Truck Hauling Miles/Round Trip changed from 30 to 10

te Grading Fugitive Dust Option changed from Level 1 to Level 3

te Grading Truck Haul Capacity (yds3) changed from 20 to 10

lase 1 mitigation measure Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
has been changed from off to on.

ase 1 mitigation measure Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst
has been changed from off to on.

lase 1 mitigation measure Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch
has been changed from off to on.

lase 2 mitigation measure Soil Disturbance: Apply soil stabilizers to inactive areas
has been changed from off to on.

lase 2 mitigation measure Soil Disturbance: Replace ground cover in disturbed areas quickly
has been changed from off to on.

lase 2 mitigation measure Soil Disturbance: Water exposed surfaces - 2x daily
has been changed from off to on.

ase 3 mitigation measure Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
has been changed from off to on.

.ase 3 mitigation measure Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst
has been changed from off to on.

:ase 3 mitigation measure Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch
has been changed from off to on.

ase 3 mitigation measure Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch
has been changed from off to on.

.ase 3 mitigation measure Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch
has been changed from off to on.

DA~ |
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URBEMIS 2002 .For Windows 7.5.0 -
ile Name: C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2k2\phase 2 const mit revised.utb
roject Name: phase 2 construction -
roject Location: Santa Barbara County

n-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

SUMMARY REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)

ONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

PM10 PM10 PM10
*xx 2006 **r* ROG NOx Cco 502 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
TOTALS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 5.56 45.75 40.21 0.06 5.08 2.04 3.04
TOTALS (lbs/day, mitigated) 5.56 37.42 40.18 0.06 3.54 0.50 3.04
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URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 7.5.0

.le Name: C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2k2\phase 2 con

‘oject Name: phase 2 construction
‘oject Location: Santa Barbara County
\-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

SUMMARY REPORT
(Tons/Year)

INSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

** 2006 *** ROG NOx CO 502
‘'OTALS (tpy, unmitigated) 0.35 2.48 2.73 0.00
'OTALS (tpy, mitigated) 0.18 1.65 1.39 0.00

PM10
TOTAL
0.16
0.07

PM10
EXHAUST

0.10

0.01

PM10
DUST
0.06
0.06

0A 2

st mit revised.urb



ge: 3

PA-T—

URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 7.5.0 -
_le Name: C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2k2\phase 2 const mit revised.urb
coject Name: phase 2 construction - -
coject Location: Santa Barbara County

1~Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

DETAIL REPORT
{(Pounds/Day - Summer)

onstruction Start Month and Year: February, 2006
onstruction Duration: 7.6

otal Land Use Area to be Developed: 0.5 acres

aximum Acreage Disturbed Per Day: 0.5 acres

ingle Family Units: 0 Multi-Family Units: 20
etail/office/Institutional/Industrial Square Footage: 0

ONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES UNMITIGATED (lbs/day)

PM10O PM10 PM10O
Source ROG NOx Cco 502 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
* kK 2006***
hase 1 - Demolition Emissions
'ugitive Dust - - - - 3.02 - 3.02
1ff-Road Diesel 5.20 41.63 37.05 - 1.93 1.93 0.00
mn-Road Diesel 0.25 3.92 0.98 0.06 0.12 0.11 0.01
lorker Trips 0.11 0.20 2.18 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01
Maximum lbs/day 5.56 45.75 40.21 0.06 5.08 2.04 3.04
’hase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
'ugitive Dust - - - - 0.00 - 0.00
yff-Road Diesel 4.21 26.55 35.00 - 0.99 0.99 0.00
)n-Road Diesel 0.24 3.74 0.93 0.05 0.11 0.10 0.01
iorker Trips 0.05 0.03 0.61 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01
Maximum lbs/day 4.50 30.32 36.54 0.05 1.11 1.09 0.02
>hase 3 - Building Construction
31dg Const Off-Road Diesel 3.51 23.68 28.20 - 0.95 0.95 0.00
31dg Const Worker Trips 0.04 0.02 0.47 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01
Arch Coatings Off~Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
Arch Coatings Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
asphalt Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum llbs/day 3.56 23.70 28.67 0.00 0.96 0.95 0.01
Max lbs/day all phases 5.56 45.75 40.21 0.06 5.08 2.04 3.04
Phase 1 - Demolition Assumptions
Start Month/Year for Phase 1: Feb '06
Phase 1 Duration: 1.8 months
Building Volume Total (cubic feet): 251896
Building 'Volume Daily (cubic feet): 7187.5
On-Road Truck Travel (VMT): 133
Off-Road Equipment
No. Type Horsepower Load Factor Hours/Day
2 Other Equipment 190 0.620 8.0
2 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes 79" 0.465 6.5
Phase 2 - Site Grading Assumptions
Start Month/Year for Phase 2: Mar '06
Phase 2 Duration: 1.0 months
On-Road Truck Travel (VMT): 128
Off-Road Equipment
No. Type Horsepower Load Factor Hours/Day
1 Crawler Tractors 143 0.575 3.0
1 Excavators 180 0.580 4.0
1 Graders 174 0.575 4.0
1 Rollers 114 0.430 4.0
1 Rubber Tired Loaders 165 0.465 4.0
1 Trenchers 82 0.695 6.0

Phase 3 - Building Construction Assumptions

Start Month/Year for Phase 3: Apr '06

Phase 3 Duration: 4.8 months
Start Month/Year for SubPhase Building: Apr '06
SubPhase Building Duration: 4.8 months



ige: 4

Off-Road Equipment -
No. Type Horsepower Load Factor Hours/Day
1 Crawler Tractors 143 0.575 3.0
1 Paving Equipment 111 0.530 2.0
1 Rollers 114 0.430 3.0
3 Rough Terrain Forklifts 94 0.475 5.0
1 Rubber Tired Loaders 165 0.465 3.0
2 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes 79 0.465 2.5
SubPhase Architectural Coatings Turned OFF
SubPhase Asphalt Turned OFF
ONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES MITIGATED (lbs/day)
PM10. PM10 PM10
Source ROG NOx co 502 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
Tk ok 2006***
1ase 1 - Demolition Emissions
gitive Dust - - - - 3.02 - 3.02
if-Road Diesel 5.20 33.30 37.05 - 0.39 0.39 0.00
1-Road Diesel 0.25 3.92 0.98 0.06 0.12 0.11 0.01
)rker Trips 0.11 0.20 2.15 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01
Maximum lbs/day 5.56 37.42 40.18 0.06 3.54 0.50 3.04
tase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
igitive Dust - - - - 0.00 - 0.00
f-Road Diesel 4.21 21.24 35.00 - 0.20 0.20 0.00
t—-Road Diesel 0.24 3.74 0.93 0.05 0.11 0.10 0.01
yrker Trips 0.05 0.03 0.60 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01
Maximum lbs/day 4.50 25.01 36.53 0.05 0.32 0.30 0.02
lase 3 - Building Construction
dg Const Off-Road Diesel 0.35 12.22 2.82 - 0.01 0.01 0.00
.dg Const Worker Trips 0.04 0.02 0.47 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01
‘ch Coatings Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
‘ch Coatings Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
iphalt Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
‘phalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
.phalt On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
.phalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 0.39 12.24 3.29 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.01
Max lbs/day all phases 5.56 37.42 40,18 0.06 3.54 0.50 3.04

nstruction—Related Mitigation Measures

'hase 1: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% S02 0.0% PM10 80.0%)
‘hase 1l: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 20.0% CO 0.0% S02 0.0% PM10 0.0%)
'hase 1: Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch
Percent Reduction(ROG 1.0% NOx 1.3% CO 1.3% S02 1.3% PM10 1.3%)
‘hase 2: Soil Disturbance: Apply soil stabilizers to inactive areas
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% S02 0.0% PM10 30.0%)
hase 2: Soil Disturbance: Replace ground cover in disturbed areas quickly
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% S02 0.0% PM1Q 15.0%)
hase 2: Soil Disturbance: Water exposed surfaces - 2x daily
Percent Reduction{(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 34.0%)
hase 2: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
Percent Reduction{ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 80.0%)
hase 2: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 20.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10O 0.0%)
hase 2: Unpaved Roads: Water all haul roads 2x daily
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% S0O2 0.0% PM10 3.0%)
hase 2: Unpaved Roads: Reduce speed on unpaved roads to < 15 mph
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% S0O2 0.0% PM10 40.0%)
hase 2: Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch
Percent Reduction(ROG 1.0% NOx 1.3% CO 1.3% S02 1.3% PM10 1.3%)
hase 3: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use aqueous diesel fuel
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 14.0% CO 0.0% S0O2 0.0% PMLO 63.0%)
hase 3: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% S02 0.0% PM10 80.0%)
hase 3: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use cooled exhaust gas recirculation(EGR)
Percent Reduction(ROG 90.0% NOx 40.0% CO 90.0% S02 0.0% PM10 85.0%)
ase 1 - Demolition Assumptions
art Month/Year for Phase 1: Feb '06
ase 1 Duration: 1.8 months
ilding Volume Total (cubic feet): 251896
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tilding Volume Daily (cubic feet): 7187.5
1-Road Truck Travel (VMT): 133
f-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower Load Factor Hours/Day
2 Other Equipment 190 0.620 8.0
2 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes 79 0.465 6.5

1ase 2 - Site Grading Assumptions
:art Month/Year for Phase 2: Mar '06
lase 2 Duration: 1.0 months

\-Road Truck Travel (VMT): 128
f-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower Load Factor Hours/Day
1 Crawler Tractors 143 0.575 3.0
1 Excavators 180 0.580 4.0
1 Graders 174 0.575 4.0
1 Rollers 114 0.430 4.0
1 Rubber Tired Loaders 165 0.465 4.0
1 Trenchers 82 0.695 6.0

lase 3 - Building Construction Assumptions

:art Month/Year for Phase 3: Apr '06

iase 3 Duration: 4.8 months

Start Month/Year for SubPhase Building: Apr '06
SubPhase Building Duration: 4.8 months
Off-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower Load Factor Hours/Day
1 Crawler Tractors 143 0.575 3.0
1 Paving Equipment 111 0.530 2.0
1 Rollers 114 0.430 3.0
3 Rough Terrain Forklifts 94 0.475 5.0
1 Rubber Tired Loaders 165 0.465 3.0
2 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes 79 0.465 2.5

SubPhase Architectural Coatings Turned OFF
SubPhase Asphalt Turned OFF :

l
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langes made to the default values for Land Use Trip Percentages

langes made to the default values for Construction

1@ user has overridden the Default Phase Lengths
molition Truck Hauling Miles/Round Trip changed from 30 to 10

.te Grading Fugitive Dust

Option changed from Level 1 to Level 3

.te Grading Truck Haul Capacity (yds3) changed from 20 to 10

\@ase 1 mitigation measure
has been changed from
lase 1 mitigation measure
has been changed from
lase 1 mitigation measure
has been changed from
:ase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
\ase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
:ase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
ase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
ase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
:ase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
lase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
:ase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
\ase 3 mitigation measure
has been changed from
\ase 3 mitigation measure
has been changed from
«ase 3 mitigation measure
has been changed from

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter

off to on.

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst

off to on.

Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch

off to on.

Soil Disturbance: Apply soil stabilizers to inactive areas

off to on.

Soil Disturbance: Replace ground cover in disturbed areas quickly
off to on.

Soil Disturbance: Water exposed surfaces - 2x daily

off to on.

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter

off to on.

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst

off to on.

Unpaved Roads: Water all haul roads 2x daily

off to on.

Unpaved Roads: Reduce . speed on unpaved roads to < 15 mph

off to on.

Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch

off to on.

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust:
off to on.

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter

off to on.

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use cooled exhaust gas recirculation(EGR)
off to on.

Use aqueous diesel fuel

] L~
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URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 7.5.0 -

.le Name: C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2k2\phase 3 const mit revised.urb
;oject Name: phase 3 construction - T
roject Location: Santa Barbara County

1-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

SUMMARY REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)

WNSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

PM10 PM10 PM10
ik 20060 *x* ROG NOx Co S02 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
'OTALS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 10.89 90.85 78.08 0.16 12.88 3.97 8.91
'0TALS (lbs/day, mitigated) 10.89 75.05 78.03 0.16 9.97 1.06 8.91
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URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 7.5.0

.le Name:
coject Name:
roject Location:

C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2k2\phase 3 cons

phase 3 construction
Santa Barbara County

1-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

SUMMARY REPORT
{(Tons/Year)

JNSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

PRx 2006 *r*x ROG NOx co 502
'OTALS (tpy, unmitigated) 0.57 4.15 4.43 0.00
'OTALS (tpy, mitigated) 0.57 3.34 4.43 0.00

PM1Q
TOTAL
0.37
0.24

PM1Q
EXHAUST

0.16

0.03

PM10
DUST
0.21
0.21

DA -2

t mit revised.urb
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URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 7.5.0 . —

ile Name: C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2k2\phase 3 const mit revised.urb
roject Name: phase 3 construction R
roject Location: Santa Barbara County

n-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

DETAIL REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)

onstruction Start Month and Year: March, 2006
onstruction Duration: 10

otal Land Use Area to be Developed: 0.75 acres

aximum Acreage Disturbed Per Day: 0.75 acres

ingle Family Units: O Multi-Family Units: 20
etail/Office/Institutional/Industrial Square Footage: 0

ONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES UNMITIGATED {(lbs/day) '
PM10 PM10 PM10

Source ROG NOx CcO 502 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
* k k 2006***
‘hase 1 -~ Demolition Emissions
‘ugitive Dust - - - - 8.86 - 8.86
ff~Road Diesel 9.96 79.00 71.39 - 3.64 3.64 0.00
m-~Road Diesel 0.74 11.50 2.87 0.16 0.36 0.32 0.04
lorker Trips 0.19 0.35 3.82 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.01
Maximum lbs/day 10.89 90.85 "78.08 0.16 12.88 3.97 8.91
hase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
fugitive Dust - - - - 0.00 - 0.00
Yff-Road Diesel 3.66 22.21 31.13 - 0.79 0.79 0.00
n~Road Diesel 0.20 2.84 0.78 0.04 0.10 0.09 0.01
JjorKer Trips 0.04 0.02 .0.39 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01
Maximum lbs/day 3.90 25.07 32.30 0.04 0.90 0.88 0.02
>hase 3 ~ Building Construction
31dg Const Off-Road Diesel 3.60 23.69 29.27 - 0.93 0.93 0.00
31dg Const Worker Trips 0.05 0.03 0.55 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01
Arch Coatings Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
arch Coatings Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 3.64 23.72 29.82 0.00 0.94 0.93 0.01
Max lbs/day all phases 10.89 90.85 78.08 0.16 12.88 3.97 8.91
Phase 1 - Demolition Assumptions
Start Month/Year for Phase 1: Mar '06
Phase 1 Duration: 2.1 months
Building Volume Total (cubic feet): 402429.321
3uilding Volume Daily (cubic feet): 21098.084
on-Road Truck Travel (VMT): 391
Dff-Road Equipment
No. Type Horsepower Load Factor Hours/Day
1 Cranes 190 0.430 2.0
4 Other Equipment 190 0.620 8.0
2 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes 79 0.465 8.0
’hase 2 - Site Grading Assumptions
Start Month/Year for Phase 2: May '06
hase 2 Duration: 1.2 months
n-Road Truck Travel (VMT): 106
Off-Road Equipment
No. Type Horsepower Load Factor Hours/Day
1 Excavators 180 0.580 4.0
1 Graders 174 0.575 4.0
1 Rollers 114 0.430 4.0
1 Rubber Tired Loaders 165 0.465 4.0
1 Trenchers 82 0.695 6.0
°hase 3 - Building Construction Assumptions

>tart Month/Year for Phase 3: Jun '06

’hase 3 Duration: 6.7 months
Start Month/Year for SubPhase Building: Jun '06
SubPhase Building Duration: 6.7 months
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Off-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower Load Factor Hours/Day

1 Crawler Tractors 143 0.575 3.0

1 Pavers 132 0.590 2.0

1 Rollers 114 0.430 3.0

3 Rough Terrain Forklifts 94 0.475 5.0

1 Rubber Tired Loaders 165 0.465 3.0

2 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes 79 0.465 2.5
SubPhase Architectural Coatings Turned OFF
SubPhase Asphalt Turned OFF
NSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES MITIGATED (lbs/day)

PM10 PM10
Source ROG NOx co S02 TOTAL  EXHAUST

Tk ok 2006***
lase 1 - Demolition Emissions
lgitive Dust - - - - 8.86 -
‘f-Road Diesel 9.96 63.20 71.39 - 0.73 0.73
\~Road Diesel 0.74 11.50 2.87 0.16 0.36 0.32
rker Trips 0.19 0.35 3.77 0.00 0.02 0.01
Maximum lbs/day 10.89 75.05 78.03 0.16 9.97 1.06
.ase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
gitive Dust - - - - 0.00 -
‘f-Road Diesel 3.66 15.28 31.13 - 0.06 0.06
.—~Road Diesel 0.20 2.84 0.78 0.04 0.10 0.09
rker Trips 0.04 0.02 0.38 0.00 0.01 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 3.90 18.14 32.29 0.04 0.17 ' 0.15
.ase 3 - Building Construction
dg Const Off-Road Diesel 3.60 18.95 29.27 - 0.19 0.19
dg Const Worker Trips 0.05 0.03 0.55 0.00 0.01 0.00
ch Coatings Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - -
‘ch Coatings Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
phalt Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - -
phalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00
phalt On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
phalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 3.64 18.98 29.82 0.00 0.20 0.19
Max lbs/day all phases 10.89 75.05 78.03 0.16 9.97 1.06

nstruction-Related Mitigation Measures

hase 1: Off-Road Diesel Exhaunst:
Percent Reduction{(ROG 0.0% NOx
hase 1: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust:
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx
hase 1: Worker Trips: Use shuttle to

Use diesel particulate filter
0.0% CO 0.0% S02 0.0% PM10 80.0%)
Use diesel oxidation catalyst
20.0% CO 0.0% S02 0.0% PM10 0.0%)
retail establishments @lunch

Percent Reduction(ROG 1.0% NOx 1.3%
hase 2: Soil Disturbance: Apply soil
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0%

CO 1.3% sS02 1.3% PM10 1.3%)
stabilizers to inactive areas
CO 0.0% S02 0.0% PM10 30.0%)

hase 2: Soil Disturbance: Replace ground cover in disturbed areas quickly
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 15.0%)
hase 2: Soil Disturbance: Water exposed surfaces - 2x daily
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 34.0%)
hase 2: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use aqueous diesel fuel
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 14.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 63.0%)
hase 2: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% S02 0.0% PM10O 80.0%)
hase 2: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 20.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 0.0%)
hase 2: Unpaved Roads: Water. all haul roads 2x daily
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% SO02 0.0% PM10 3.0%)
hase 2: Unpaved Roads: Reduce speed on unpaved roads to < 15 mph
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% S02 0.0% PM10 40.0%)
hase 2: Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch
Percent Reduction(ROG 1.0% NOx 1.3% CO 1.3% S02 1.3% PM10 1.3%)
hase 3: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 80.0%)
hase 3: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 20.0% CO 0.0% S02 0.0% PM1Q0 0.0%)
hase 3: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 80.0%)
hase 3: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 20.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 0.0%)
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1ase 1 --Demolition Assumptions

:art Month/Year for Phase 1: Mar '06

l1ase 1 Duration: 2.1 months

1ilding Volume Total (cubic feet): 402429.321
tilding Volume Daily (cubic feet): 21098.084
i-Road Truck Travel (VMT): 391

f-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower Load Factor
1 Cranes 190 0.430
4 Other Equipment 190 0.620
2 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes 79 0.465

lase 2 - Site Grading Assumptions
:art Month/Year for Phase 2: May '06
lase 2 Duration: 1.2 months

1~Road Truck Travel (VMT): 106
:f-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower Load Factor
1 Excavators 180 0.580
1 Graders 174 0.575
1 Rollers . 114 0.430
1 Rubber Tired Loaders 165 0.465
1 Trenchers 82 0.695

lase 3 - Building Construction Assumptions

.art Month/Year for Phase 3: Jun '06

wase 3 Duration: 6.7 months

Start Month/Year for SubPhase Building: Jun '06
SubPhase Building Duration: 6.7 months

Off-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower Load Factor
1 Crawler Tractors 143 0.575
1 Pavers 132 0.590
1 Rollers 114 0.430
3 Rough Terrain Forklifts 94 0.475
1 Rubber Tired Loaders 165 0.465
2 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes 79 0.465

SubPhase Architectural Coatings Turned OFF
SubPhase Asphalt Turned OFF

[T

Hours/Day
.0
.0
.0

2
8
8

Hours/Day

Hours/Day
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langes made to the default values for Land Use Trip Percentages

langes made to the default values for Construction

. user has overridden the Default Phase Lengths
molition Truck Hauling Miles/Round Trip changed from 30 to 10
te Grading Fugitive Dust Option changed from Level 1 to Level 3

te Grading Truck Haul Capacity (yds3)
Off-Road Diesel Exhaust:

ase 1 mitigation measure
has been changed from
ase 1 mitigation measure
has been changed from
ase 1 mitigation measure
has been changed from
ase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
ase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
ase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
ase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
ase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
ase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
ase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
ase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
ase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
ase 3 mitigation measure
has been changed from
ase 3 mitigation measure
has been changed from
ase 3 mitigation measure
has been changed from
ase 3 mitigation measure
has been changed from

off to on.

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust:

off to on.
Worker Trips: Use
off to on.
Soil Disturbance:
off to on.
Soil Disturbance:
off to on.
Soil Disturbance:
off to on.

changed from 20

Use

Use

Apply soil

to 10
diesel

diesel

particulate filter

oxidation catalyst

shuttle to retail establishments @lunch

stabilizers to inactive areas

Replace ground cover in disturbed areas gquickly

Water exposed surfaces - 2x daily

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use aéueous diesel fuel

off to on.

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter

off to on.

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst

off to on.

Unpaved Roads: Water all haul roads 2x daily

off to on.

Unpaved Roads: Reduce speed on unpaved roads to < 15 mph

off to on.

Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail

off to on.
Off-Road Diesel
off to on.
Off-Road Diesel
off to on.
Off-Road Diesel
off to on.
Off-Road Diesel
off to on.

Exhaust:

Exhaust:

Exhaust:

Exhaust:

Use

Use

Use

Use

diesel
diesel
diesel

diesel

establishments Qlunch
particulate filter
oxidation catalyst
particulate filter

oxidation catalyst

&
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URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 7.5.0

ile Name: C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2k2\phase 4 const mit revised.urb
roject Name: phase 4 construction - T
roject Location: Santa Barbara County

1-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

SUMMARY REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)

ONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

PM10 PM10 PM10
*rkx 2006 *x* ROG NOx Cco 502 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
TOTALS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 13.74 111.96 100.97 0.19 15.27 4.85 10.42
TOTALS (lbs/day, mitigated) 13.74 89.67 100.89 0.19 12.11 1.69 10.42

PM10 PM10 PM10
*xk 2007 *x* ROG NOx co 502 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
TOTALS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 4.91 30.71 40.77 0.00 1.12 1.10 0.02
TOTALS (1lbs/day, mitigated) 4.91 24.58 40.76 0.00 0.24 0.22 0.02
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URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 7.5.0 -

ile Name: C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2k2\phase 4 const mit revised.urb
roject Name: phase 4 construction ) T
roject Location: Santa Barbara County

n-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

SUMMARY REPORT

(Tons/Year)
ONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES
PM10 PM10 PM10
*xx 2006 *** ROG NOx CO 502 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
TOTALS (tpy, unmitigated) 0.97 7.46 7.76 0.00 0.68 0.28 0.40
TOTALS (tpy, mitigated) 0.97 6.16 7.76 0.00 0.49 0.09 0.40
PM10 PM10 PM10
Xxk Q007 Kx* ROG NOx oo} S02 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
TOTALS (tpy, unmitigated) 0.21 1.43 1.89 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.00
TOTALS (tpy, mitigated) 0.21 1.14 1.89 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00
2006 + 200 3
Ananetigat & 11D $.89 2,65 ©o0 032 032 ©6.40
(727000 ol u/+ecl — )
J LD ?“30 265 eo ©0.50 o./co o0.40

70
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URBEMIS 2002 For Windows ‘7.5.0

ile Name: C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2k2\phase 4 const mit revised.urb
roject Name: ) phase 4 construction . -
roject Location: Santa Barbara County

n-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

DETAIL REPORT
(Pounds/Day ~ Summer)

onstruction Start Month and Year: February, 2006
onstruction Duration: 15.6

otal Land Use Area to be Developed: 2.2 acres

jaximum Acreage Disturbed Per Day: 2.2 acres

ingle Family Units: 0 Multi-Family Units: 42
.etail/Office/Institutional/Industrial Square Footage: 0

‘ONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES UNMITIGATED (lbs/day)

PM10 PM10 PM10
Source ROG NOx CO 502 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
* ok 2006***
’hase 1 —~ Demolition Emissions
‘ugitive Dust - - - - 10.35 - 10.35
yEf-Road Diesel ' 12,57 97.96 91.52 - 4.47 4.47 0.00
m~Road Diesel 0.87 13.44 3.35 0.19 0.42 0.37 0.05
lorker Trips 0.30 0.56 6.10 0.00 0.03 0.01 0.02
Maximum lbs/day 13.74 111.96 100.97 0.19 15.27 4.85 10.42
hase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
fugitive Dust - - - - 0.00 - 0.00
JEf-Road Diesel 6.71 42.65 55.56 - 1.58 1.58 0.00
)n~Road Diesel 0.27 3.78 1.04 0.06 0.12 0.11 0.01
Jorker Trips 0.07 0.03 0.72 0.00 0:01 0.00 0.01
Maximum lbs/day 7.05 46.46 57.32 0.06 1.71 1.69 0.02
>hase 3 - Building Construction
31dg Const Off-Road Diesel 4.82 31.61 39.36 - 1.24 1.24 0.00
31dg Const Worker Trips 0.10 05 1.15 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.02
Arch Coatings Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
arch Coatings Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 4.92 31.67 40.51 0.00 1.26 1.24 0.02
Max lbs/day all phases 13.74 111.96 100.97 0.19 15.27 4.85 10.42
* %k Xk 2007***
Phase 1 - Demolition Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - - - 0.00 - 0.00
Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Phase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
Fugitive Dust . - - - - 0.00 - 0.00
Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Phase 3 - Building Construction
Bldg Const Off-Road Diesel 4.82 30.66 39.69 - 1.10 1.10 0.00
Bldg Const Worker Trips 0.09 0.05 1.09 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.02
Arch Coatings Off-Gas 0.00 - ~ - - - -
Arch Coatings Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Off-Gas 0.00 ~ - - - - -
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt On-~Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 4.91 30.71 40.77 0.00 1.12 1.10. 0.02
Max lbs/day all phases 4.91 30.71 40.77 0.00 1.12 1.10 0.02
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1ase 1 - Demolition Assumptions

tart Month/Year for Phase 1: Feb '06

1ase 1 Duration: 3.6 months

111ding Volume Total (cubic feet): 1715324.625
111ding Volume Daily (cubic feet): 24646.625
1-Road Truck Travel (VMT): 456

f-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower Load Factor
2 Cranes 190 0.430
4 Other Equipment 190 0.620
5 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes 79 0.465
1ase 2 - Site Grading Assumptions
:art Month/Year for Phase 2: May '06
1ase 2 Duration: 1.8 months
1-Road Truck Travel (VMT): 142
:f-Road Equipment
No. Type Horsepower Load Factor
2 Crawler Tractors 143 0.575
2 Excavators 180 0.580
1 Graders 174 0.575
1 Rollers 114 0.430
1 Rubber Tired Loaders 165 0.465
2 Trenchers 82 0.695

1ase 3 - Building Construction Assumptions

-art Month/Year for Phase 3: Jul '06

1@ase 3 Duration: 10.2 months

Start Month/Year for SubPhase Building: Jul '06
SubPhase Building Duration: 10.2 months
Off-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower Load Factor
1 Crawler Tractors 143 0.575
1 Pavers 132 0.590
1 Rollers 114 0.430
5 Rough Terrain Forklifts 94 0.475
1 Rubber Tired Loaders 165 0.465
2 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes 79 0.465

SubPhase Architectural Coatings Turned OFF
SubPhase Asphalt Turned OFF

ONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES MITIGATED (lbs/day)
Source ROG NOx Co 502

rkx 2006* **
1ase 1 - Demolition Emissions

igitive Dust - - - -
:f-Road Diesel 12.57 78.37 91.52 -
1-Road Diesel 0.87 10.75 3.35 0.19
»rker Trips 0.30 0.55 6.02 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 13.74 89.67 100.89 0.19
1ase 2 - Site Grading Emissions

ilgitive Dust - - - -
if-Road Diesel 6.71 42.65 55.56 -
\-Road Diesel 0.27 3.78 1.04 0.06
yrker Trips 0.07 0.03 0.72 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 7.05 46.46 57.32 0.06
lase 3 - Building Construction

dg Const Off-Road Diesel 4.82 25.29 39.36 -
.dg Const Worker Trips 0.10 0.05 1.14 0.00
‘ch Coatings Off-Gas 0.00 - - -
'ch Coatings Workexr Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
phalt Off-Gas 0.00 - - -
phalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 -
phalt On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
phalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 4.92 25.34 40.50 0.00
Max lbs/day all phases 13.74 89.67 100.89 0.19
*k 2007***

ase 1 - Demolition Emissions

gitive Dust - - - -
f-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 -
-Road Diesel 0.00° 0.00 0.00 0.00

2

Hours/Day
4.0
8.0
7.0
Hours/Day
3.0
5.0
5.0
3.5
3.5
5.0
Hours/Day
3.0
2.0
3.0
5.0
3.0
4.0
PM10 PM10
TOTAL EXHAUST
10.35 -
0.89 0.89
0.12 0.07
0.03 0.01
11.40 0.98
0.00 -
1.58 1.58
0.12 0.11
0.01 0.00
1.71 1.69
0.25 0.25
0.02 0.00
0.00 0.00
.0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.27 0.25
12.11 1.69
0.00 -
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
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)rker Trips 0
Maximum lbs/day 0

lase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
lgitive Dust

‘f-Road Diesel

\-Road Diesel

rrker Trips

Maximum 1lbs/day

[eNoNoNo)

iase 3 - Building Construction
.dg Const Off-Road Diesel

.dg Const Worker Trips

‘ch Coatings Off-Gas

‘ch Coatings Worker Trips
iphalt Off-Gas

;phalt Off-Road Diesel

iphalt On-Road Diesel

‘phalt Worker Trips

Maximum lbs/day

O OODOOOON

S

Max 1lbs/day all phases

mstruction-Related Mitigation Me

’hase 1: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust:
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx
’hase 1: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust:
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx
‘hase 1: On—Road Diesel Exhaust:
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx
’hase 1: On-Road Diesel Exhaust:
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx

'hase 1: Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch

Percent Reduction(ROG 1.0% NOx
’hase 2:
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx
hase 2: Soil Disturbance:
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx
hase 2: Soil Disturbance: Water
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx
hase 3: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust:
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx
hase 3: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust:
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx
hase 3: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust:
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx
hase 3: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust:
Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx
hase 3: Worker Trips: Use shuttl
Percent Reduction(ROG 1.0% NOx
hase 3: Worker Trips: Use shuttl
Percent Reduction(ROG 1.0% NOx
hase 3: Worker Trips: Use shuttl
Percent Reduction(ROG 1.0% NOx

ase 1 - Demolition Assumptions
art Month/Year for Phase 1l: Feb
ase 1 Duration: 3.6 months
ilding Volume Total

—Road Truck Travel (VMT): 456
f-Road Equipment
No. Type

2 Cranes

4 Other Equipment

5 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes
ase 2 - Site Grading Assumptions

art Month/Year for Phase 2: May
ase 2 Duration: 1.8 months

—Road Truck Travel (VMT): 142
f-Road Equipment
No. Type

2 Crawler Tractors

2 Excavators

i Graders

(cubic feet):
ilding Volume Daily (cubic feet}):

.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
00 0.00 0.00 -
00 0.00 0.00 0.00
00 0.00 0.00 0.00
00 0.00 0.00 0.00
82 24.53 39.69 -
09 0.05 1.08 0.00
00 - - -
00 0.00 0.00 0.00
00 - - -
00 0.00 0.00 -
00 0.00 0.00 0.00
00 0.00 0.00 0.00
91 24.58 40.76 0.00
91 24.58 40.76 0.00

asures

Use diesel particulate filter
0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 80.0%)
Use diesel oxidation catalyst
20.0% CO 0.0% S02 0.0% PM10 0.0%)
Use diesel particulate filter
0.0% CO 0.0% SO02 0.0% PM10 80.0%)
Use diesel oxidation catalyst
20.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 0.0%)

1.3% CO 1.3% SO2 1.3% PM10 1.3%)

Soil Disturbance: Apply soil stabilizers to inactive areas

0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 30.0%)

0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 15.0%)
exposed surfaces - 2x daily

0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 34.0%)
Use diesel particulate filter
0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 80.0%)
Use diesel oxidation catalyst
20.0% CO 0.0% S02 0.0% PMLO 0.0%)
Use diesel particulate filter
0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 80.0%)
Use diesel oxidation catalyst
20.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 0.0%)

e to retail establishments @lunch

1.3% CO 1.3% SO2 1.3% PM10 1.3%)

e to retail establishments @lunch

1.3% CO 1.3% SO2 1.3% PM10 1.3%)

e to retail establishments @lunch

1.3% CO 1.3% S02 1.3% PM10 1.3%)

'06
1715324.625
24646.625
Horsepower Load Factor
190 0.430
190 0.620
79 0.465
06
Horsepower Load Factor
143 0.575
180 0.580
174 0.575

25
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00 0
00 0
00

00 0.
00 0.
00 0.
00 0.
22 0.
02 0.
00 0
00 0.
00 0.
00 0.
24 0.
24 0

Replace ground cover in disturbed areas quickly

Hours/Day
4.0
8.0
7.0

Hours/Day
3.0
5.0
5.0

.00
.00

[N o)
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1 Rollers 114
1 Rubber Tired Loaders 165
2 Trenchers 82

lase 3 - Building Construction Assumptions

.art Month/Year for Phase 3: Jul '06

lase 3 Duration: 10.2 months

Start Month/Year for SubPhase Building: Jul '06
SubPhase Building Duration: 10.2 months
Off-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower
1 Crawler Tractors 143
1 Pavers 132
1 Rollers 114
5 Rough Terrain Forklifts 94
1 Rubber Tired Loaders 165
2 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes 79

SubPhase Architectural Coatings Turned OFF
SubPhase Asphalt Turned OFF

A4

COO0OOOO0

Load Factor
.575
.580
.430
.475
.465
.465
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Hours/Day
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1anges made to the default values for Land Use Trip Percentages

r1anges made to the default values for Construction

1e user has overridden the Default Phase Lengths

amolition, Truck Hauling Miles/Round Trip changed from 30 to 10

ite Grading Fugitive Dust Option changed from Level 1 to Level 3

ite Grading Truck Haul Capacity (yds3) changed from 20 to 10

2ase 1 mitigation measure Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
has been changed from off to on.

hase 1 mitigation measure Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst
has been changed from off to on.

hase 1 mitigation measure On-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
has been changed from off to on. }

hase 1 mitigation measure On~Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst
has been changed from off to on.

hase 1 mitigation measure Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch
has been changed from off to on.

hase 2 mitigation measure Soil Disturbance: Apply soil stabilizers to inactive areas
has been changed from off to on.

hase 2 mitigation measure Soil Disturbance: Replace ground cover in disturbed areas quickly
has been changed from off to on.

‘hase 2 mitigation measure Soil Disturbance: Water exposed surfaces - 2x daily
has been changed from off to on. .

‘hase 3 mitigation measure Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
has been changed from off to on.

’hase 3 mitigation measure Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst
has been changed from off to on.

’hase 3 mitigation measure Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
has been changed from off to on.

’hase 3 mitigation measure Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst
has been changed from off to on.

>hase 3 mitigation measure Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch
has been changed from off to on.

’hase 3 mitigation measure Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch
has been changed from off to on. )

’hase 3 mitigation measure Worker Trips: Use shuttle to retail establishments @lunch
has been changed from off to on.

25
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LSA ASSOCIATES. INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALY SIS
MAY 2005 SANTA BARBARA COTTAGE HOSPITAL FOUNDATION WORKFORCE HOUSING
SANTA BARBARA, CALIFORNIA

SANTA BARBARA COTTAGE HOSPITAL FOUNDATION
WORKFORCE HOUSING PROJECT TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS

LSA Associates, Inc. (LSA) has prepared the following analysis to identify the short-term and long- .
range traffic impacts of the Cottage Hospital Workforce Housing project (proposed project) located at
601 East Micheltorena Street (formerly Saint Francis Hospital) in the City of Santa Barbara. LSA has’

_ prepared this analysis consistent with the City of Santa Barbara General Plan Circulation Element and
City environmental impact significance thresholds, the Santa Barbara County Association of
Governments (SBCAG) Congestion Management Program (CMP), and applicable provisions of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

INTRODUCTION

Figure 1 shows the location of the proposed project and the study area intersections analyzed in the
report. Issues addressed in this analysis include off-site intersection impacts, site access, parking,
internal circulation, pedestrian off-site circulation, and construction impacts. The project site has long
generated traffic associated with Saint Francis Hospital. The baseline traffic condition against which

" project traffic impacts are compared is established as the traffic level generated at the time the
hospital was in operation. The traffic analysis for the Cottage Hospital Foundation Housing project
examines four scenarios:

1. Baseline Traffic Conditions. This scenario describes estimated traffic conditions when thé Saint
Francis Hospital was in operation.

2. Baseline Plus Project Traffic Conditions. This scenario describes traffic conditions that would
result if hospital-related traffic was removed from baseline conditions and replaced with traffic
generated by the Cottage Hospital Foundation Housing project.

3. Cumulative Baseline Traffic Conditions. This scenario estimates future cumulative traffic
conditions based on traffic volumes when the Saint Francis Hospital was in operation.

4. Cumulative Baseline Plus Project Traffic Conditions. This scenario describes future
cumnulative traffic conditions assuming that traffic generated by the Saint Francis Hospital is
replaced by traffic generated by the Cottage Hospital Foundation Housing project.

In addition to the project and cumulative traffic impact analysis summarized above, a second traffic
analysis is provided for information (Traffic Analysis 2) that is based on existing traffic conditions in
the area since the hospital closed. This supplemental analysis provides the following traffic scenarios:
Existing Traffic Conditions; Existing Plus Project Traffic Conditions; Existing Plus Cumulative
Traffic Conditions; and Existing Plus Cumulative Plus Project Conditions.

PARZC430\Traffic Impact Analysis Revised 2.doc «05/24/05» 1
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LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYS)S
MAY 2005 SANTA BARBARA COTTAGE HOSPITAL FOUNDATION WORKFORCE HOUSING
SANTA BARBARA, CALIFORNIA

The traffic analysis provides an assessment of traffic impacts and a determination of traffic
mitigation, as required for CEQA compliance.

Project Description

Currently the project site includes the Saint Francis Hospital which was closed in June 2003. The
5.94-acre project site is composed of approximately 180,000 square feet of hospital structures. The
proposed project includes the demolition the vacant Saint Francis Hospital and the construction of
115 condominium dwelling units. Approximately 81 residential units (70 percent) are intended to be
used for below-market-rate housing for Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital (SBCH) employees The
remaining 34 residential units (30 percent) will be sold at market rates. Figure 2 illustrates the site
plan for the proposed project.

The development of the proposed residences would require the demolition of the main hospital
building, the engineering/maintenance building, the convent building, a storage building, and a small
structure known as the “generator building.” The proposed project also includes the demolition of an
existing single-family dwelling and duplex that are located on the northeast corner of the project site.
The Villa Riviera, which is a congregate care facility for the elderly, is located in the northern'portion -

* of the pro;ect site and would be retained. Structures to be demolished total approxnmately 180,000
square feet in floor area.

METHODOLOGY

The study area was developed in consultation with City of Santa Barbara Public Works staff and
includes intersections and roadway segments in the vicinity of the hospital. The study area analyzed
in this report includes the following intersections and roadway segments. Figure 3 illustrates the
existing lane geometrics at the study area intersections.

Study Area Intersections

Salsipuedes Street/Micheltorena Street (two-way stop)
Salsipuedes Street/Sola Street (two-way stop)

Olive Street/Pedregosa Street/Laguna Street (four-way stop)
Olive Street/Arrellaga Street (two-way stop)

Laguna Street/Arrellaga Stréet (two-way stop)

Laguna Street/Anapamu Street (two-way step)

Garden Street/Arrellaga Street (two-way stop)
Chapala Street/Pueblo Street (two-way stop)

De La Vina Street/Pueblo Street (two-way stop)

10. Bath Street/Mission Street (signalized) ‘

© e N AW N

P:\RZC430\Traffic Impact Analysis Revised 2.doc «05/24/05» 3



One Story Building

One Story Building

Two Story Building

[SA
-®—>

NOT TO SCALE
SOURCE: Ceamal Architects, 2004

FIGURE 2

Cottage Hospital Workforce Housing
Site Plan.

IARZCA30\G\Site Plan.cdr (1/12/05)



JUNIPERO
ST

PUEBLO

ST

LOS

OLIVOS ST

| SCHEMATIC - NOT TO SCALE |

PEDREGOSA ST
o g —-F
> m % w o
w
L E B E - 2 B
1013 ° “ z 3 9 3 & 5 g 1 PROJECT
v ] % 4 @ 9 4 SITE
\_ . ARRELLAGA ¢ L/¢—+ 4+
é 44+ -
[ |
""I’ 'f’ MICHELTORENA ST s
INTERSECTION KEY & Y
©
1] Laguna St/Anapamu St g g <%>
© Otive St/Arrellaga St > w >
© Salsipuedes St/Micheltorena St 3 - + <$— g
© salsipuedes St/Sola St SOLA ST ~ o <
© Laguna St/Arrellaga St . —$> §
© Garden St/Arrellaga St 4*' =
0 Laguna St/Pedregosa + 43—
© Chapala St/Pueblo St ~O-
© Dc La Vina St/Pucblo St ANAPAMUY ST —-&?:f' SALSIPUEDES & ‘
@ Bath StMission St ST S ,
L S A LEGEND B FIGURE 3
- Traffic Signal
Q/ ~s- - Stop Sign Cottage Hospital Workforce Housing
*— - Directional Travel Lane

SCHEMATIC - NOT TO SCGALE

Existing Geometrics and Traffic Control

I\RZCA30\G\Ex Geo,cdr (3/17/05)



LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS
‘MAY 2005 SANTA BARBARA COTTAGE HOSPITAL FOUNDATION WORKFORCE HOUSING
SANTA BARBARA, CALIFORNIA

Intersection Level of Service Methodology. The Traffix (Version 7.7) computer software was . .
utilized to determine the levels of service (LOS) at signalized study area intersections based on the
Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU) methodology and at unsignalized intersections based on the
Highway Capacity Manual 2000 (HCM) methodology.

Consistent with City of Santa Barbara and CMP requirements, the ICU methodology compares the
volume-to-capacity (v/c) ratios of conflicting turn movements at an intersection, sums up these
critical conflicting v/c ratios for each intersection approach, and determines the overall Volume to
Capacity ratio for critical movement at the intersection. A saturation flow rate of 1,600 vehicles per
hour (vph) and a clearance interval of 10 seconds has been used in the intersection LOS calculations.

The resulting v/c ratio is expressed in terms of LOS, where LOS A represents free-flow activity and
LOS F represents overcapacity operation. LOS is a qualitative assessment of the quantitative effects
of such factors as traffic volume, roadway geometrics, speed, delay, and maneuverability on roadway
and intersection operations. LOS criteria for signalized intersections using the ICU methodology are
presented below.

LOS Description

A No approach phase is fully utilized by traffic, and no vehicle waits longer than one red
indication. Typically, the approach appears quite open, turns are made easily, and nearly all
drivers find freedom of operation.

B This service level represents stable operation, where an occasional approach phase is fully
utilized, and a substantial number are nearing full use. Many drivers begin to feel restricted
within platoons of vehicles.

C This level still represents stable operating condmons Occasionally, drivers may have to
wait through more than one red signal indication, and backups may develop behind turning
vehicles. Most drivers feel somewhat restricted, but not objectionably so.

D This level encompasses a zone of increasing restriction approaching instability at the
intersection. Delays to approaching vehicles may be substantial during short peaks within
the peak period; however, enough cycles with lower demand occur to permit periodic
clearance of developing queues, thus preventing excessive backups.

E Capacity occurs at the upper end of this service level. It represents the most vehicles that
any particular intersection approach can accommodate. Full utilization of every signal cycle
is attained no matter how great the demand.

F This level describes forced flow operations at low speeds, where volumes exceed capacity.
These conditions usually result from queues of vehicles backing up from a restriction
downstream. Speeds are reduced substantially, and stoppages may occur for short or long
periods of time due to the congestion. In the extreme case, speed can drop to-zero.

The relationship between LOS and the ICU value (i.e., v/c ratio) is as follows:
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Level of Service (1.OS) | Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)
<0.60

0.61-0.70

0.71-0.80

0.81-0.90

0.91-1.00
> 1.00

(OO >

The HCM 2000 methodology has been used to determine intersection levels of service at unsignalized
intersections. For the unsignalized HCM methodology, the LOS is presented in terms of average
approach delay of the minor street (in seconds per vehicle). The relationship of delay and LOS at
unsignalized intersections is summarized below.

Unsignalized Intersection Delay

LOS " per Vehicle (sec)

A £10.0

B >10.0 and <15.0

C >15.0 and <25.0

D >25.0 and <35.0

E >35.0 and <50.0

F >50.0

EXISTING CONDITIONS

The following discussion provides an overview of the regional and local transportation and
circulation systems in and around the project site, including roadways and public transportation.
Bicycle and pedestrian facilities are discussed later in this report.

Existing Circulation System

Key roadways in the vicinity of the proposed project are as follows:

U.S. Highway 101. U.S. Highway 101 (U.S. 101) connects the City of Santa Barbara with San Luis
Obispo County to the north and the Ventura and Los Angeles counties to the southeast. Within the

project study area, U.S. 101 is oriented in a northwest-southeast direction and provides access to the
project site via its interchanges at Milpas Street, Garden Street, Arrellaga Street, and Mission Street.

Micheltorena Street. Micheltorena Street is a two-lane undivided east-west street located south of
the project site. Micheltorena Street provides access to the proposed project site via Salsipuedes
Street. Micheltorena Street is a two-lane road that provides on-street parking for the vacant Saint
Francis building and other adjacent residential and medical land uses.

PARZCA430\Traffic Impact Analysis Revised 2.doc «05/24/05» 7



LSA ASSOCIJIATES. INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS
MAY 2005 . SANTA BARBARA COTTAGE HOSPITAL FOUNDATION WORKFORCE HOUSING
SANTA BARBARA. CALIFORNIA

Salsipuedes Street. Salsipuedes Street is a two-lane east-west street located west of and adjacent to
the project site. Salsipuedes Street provides direct access to the project site via a new access driveway
located between Arrellaga Street and Micheltorena Street. Salsipuedes Street is a two-lane road with

_ on-street parking south of Micheltorena Street for the hospital and other adjacent residential and
medical land uses. With the implementation of the proposed project, the alley way along Salsipuedes
Street between Arrellaga Street and Micheltorena Street will become a public road.

Arrellaga Street. Arrellaga Street is a two-lane east-west street located north of and adjacent to the
project site. Arrellaga Street provides direct access to the project site via Salsipuedes Street and via an
access driveway at the terminus of this roadway. Arrellaga Street is a two-lane road with on-street
parking for the vacant Saint Francis Hospital and other adjacent residential and medical land uses.
Arrellaga Street provides regional access to the proposed project site from its interchange with U.S.
101 northbound ramps.

California Street. California Street is a two-lane north-south street located southeast of and adjacent
to the project site. California Street provides direct access to the project site via an access driveway
approximately 120 feet south of Grand Avenue. California Street is a two-lane road with no on-street
parking provided.

Milpas Street. Milpas Street is a four-lane north-south street located southeast of the project site.
Milpas Street provides regional access to the project site from its interchange with U.S. 101. Vehicles
destined south to Ventura and Los Angeles County access the project site via Milpas Street from U.S.
101. .

State Street. State Street is a four-lane undivided north-south street located east of the hospital site.
State Street provides access to the eastern portion of the SBCH site via its connections to Quinto
Street, Pueblo Street, and Mission Street. '

Mission Street. Mission Street is a four-lane east-west major street located north of the project site.
Mission Street provides access to the proposed project site from its interchange with U.S. 101.
Mission Street is designated a Principal Arterial on the CMP system of roadways. In addition,
Mission Street provides access to SBCH from the project site.

Baseline Intersection Level of Service Analysis

" The baseline traffic level against which project traffic effects are compared is established for purposes
of CEQA environmental review as the traffic level at the time of St. Francis Medical Center '
operations. CEQA provides guidance for establishing baseline environmental conditions. Baseline
traffic conditions are normally established as the existing conditions in place at the time the project
environmental review process starts. However, CEQA also directs that in the circumstance involving
an already developed site, project impacts are measured as the net change to the environment between
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the existing development and proposed replacement development. In the case of the Workforce
Housing Project, the project site has been developed with St. Francis Medical Center since the early
1900s and has generated traffic associated with hospital operations for many decades. The hospital
closed in June 2003, and permit applications were submitted for the proposed project on November
18,2003, and deemed complete on June 4, 2004. During the interim period between projects, traffic
levels are lower but do not represent the long-term traffic conditions associated with the development
on site. Although the hospital closed, the development is still on site and could be operating with .
allowable medical or office uses. As such, the appropriate baseline traffic condition consists of the
traffic leve]s at the time the hospital was in operation.

Ex1stmg peak-period turn volumes for the study area intersections were collected by Southland Car
Counters on December 8, 2004. One intersection, Mission Street/Bath Street, was also analyzed in the
Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital (SBCH) EIR. The traffic counts at this intersection for the previous
analysis were compared with the December 8, 2004, counts. It was determined that the traffic counts
taken for the SBCH EIR on March 24, 2004, are higher than those taken on December 8, 2004. To
provide the most conservative analysis, the counts taken from the previous study were used in this
analysis. The existing intersection traffic volumes are included in Appendix A of the EIR. Additional
information regarding how existing baseline conditions were estimated is provided below.

Saint Francis Hospital Trip Generation. The trip generation characteristics associated with the
former operation of the Saint Francis Hospital were estimated in a report entitled Revised Traffic,
Circulation and Parking Study for the Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Foundation Workforce
Housing Project (Associated Transportation Engineers [ATE], May 6, 2004). The ATE study
estimated the trip generation of the former hospital operation, assuming that the hospital contained 85
beds and a 9-bed convent facility. Table A provides the trip generation estimates for the former
hospital facility.

Table A: Estimated Saint Francis Hospital Trip Generation '

AM Peak Hour | PM Peak Hour

Land Use - Size | Unit | ADT In Out | Total | In | Out | Total
Trip Rates : '
Hospital | Beds | 11.81 0.79 | 0.34 1.13 0.47 | 0.83 1.30
Convent Beds | 2.15 - - 0.06 - - 0.17
Trip Generation
Existing Uses
Hospital 85 | Beds | 1,004 67 29 96 40 71 111
Convent 9 Beds 19 1 0 1 1 1 2
Total Trip Generation’ ) 1,023 68 29 97 41 72 113

Source: ATE, Revised Traffic, Circulation and Parkmg Study for the Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Workforce Housing
Project, May 6, 2004.

As Table A illustrates, if the existing hospital facility were in operation, it would generate
approximately 1,023 average daily trips (ADT), 97 a.m. peak-hour trips, and 113 p.m. peak-hour
trips.
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To determine the baseline conditions at intersections and along street segments in the project study
area, existing traffic volumes were counted on December 8, 2004, and trips associated with the
operation of Saint Francis Hospital were distributed and added to the existing traffic volumes..
Regional trip distribution percentages similar to the percentages used in the Saint Francis EIR (SAIC,
July 2000) were used to distribute Saint Francis Hospital traffic. According to the Saint Francis EIR
traffic study, approximately 45 percent of the hospital’s trips were destined north via U.S. 101 and
State Street; 20 percent were destined west via Mission Street and Micheltorena Street; 10 percent
were destined south through downtown; 10 percent were destined east via Los Olivos Street and
Anapamu Street; and 15 percent headed southeast via U.S. 101. Figure 4 illustrates the regional trip
distribution percentages and corresponding trip assignment for Saint Francis Hospital. Figure 5
presents the baseline plus hospital a.m. and p.m. peak-hour turn movement volumes for the study area
intersections.

Table B summarizes the results of the baseline (with traffic from Saint Francis Hospital) a.m. and
p-m. peak-hour LOS analysis for the 10 study area intersections. As discussed above, the LOS were
determined using the v/c ratio for signalized intersections and the HCM 2000 methodology for
unsignalized study area intersections. The baseline (with Saint Francis Hospital) LOS calculation
. worksheets are contained in Appendix B. As this table indicates, all study area intersections operate at
-satisfactory LOS (LOS C or better) during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours. '

Table B: Baseline (with Hospital) Intersection Level of Service (LOS) Summary

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour

Intersection Delay (sec) LOS Delay (sec) LOS
[Unsignalized Intersections .
1. Anapamu Street/Laguna Street 152 C 20.0 " C
2. Arrellaga Street/Olive Street 13.5 B 12.0 B
3. Micheltorena Street/Salsipuedes Street 9.7 A 9.4 A
4. Sola Street/Salsipuedes Street - 10.4 B 9.9 A
5. Arrellaga Street/Laguna Street : 10.0 B 102 B
6. Arrellaga Street/Garden Street , 19.8 C 16.3 C
7. Pedregosa Street/Laguna Street-Olive 9.3 A 9.1 A
Street
8. Pueblo Street/Chapala Avenue 10.1 . B 11.4 B
9. Pueblo Street/De La Vina Street 154 C 18.4 - C

V/C LOS v/C LOS
Signalized Intersection
10. Mission Street/Bath Street 0.66 B 0.80 . C

Notes:

Bold and iralicized numbers represent impacted intersections.

An intersection is considered "impacted” in the baseline condition if the volume-to-capacity (v/c) ratio is 0.77 v/c or the
delay is 22 seconds or greater.
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CUMULATIVE (2015) BASELINE TRAFFIC CONDITIONS

The project is proposed to be completed by 2007. To provide a conservative analysis of traffic

growth, a 10-year horizon was developed to identify the cumulative traffic impacts of the proposed
project. To develop a cumulative (2015) condition, a list of funded transportation system
improvements was requested from the City, and traffic volumes for other committed and/or approved
(cumulative) developments within this time frame were added to the existing baseline traffic volumes.
The cumulative baseline assumes that the Saint Francis Hospital is in full operation. No funded
transportation system improvements were identified by the City.

Pending and/or Approved (Cumulative) Projects

A list of cumulative projects was provided by the City of Santa Barbara Planning Department. The
cumulative projects list includes approximately 41 projects. However, a majority of these projects are
very small and would only generate a nominal number of vehicle trips. To represent any projects that
would generate less than 10 peak-hour trips, a growth rate of one percent per year was added to the
baseline traffic volumes. Cumulative projects that would generate more than 10 peak-hour trips were
then added to the baseline plus growth rate traffic volumes to arrive at the cumulative (2015)
.condition. In addition, cumulative projects analyzed in the Cottage Hospital EIR were included in the
cumulative baseline. A total of 13 cumulative projects are included in the cumulative baseline. The
locations of the 13 cumulative projects are shown in Figure 6.

Figure 7 illustrates the resulting cumulative baseline (existing plus hospital plus growth plus
cumulative projects) a.m. and p.m. peak hour traffic volumes. The complete list of cumulative
projects is provided in Appendix C. The following projects were used to develop the cumulative
baseline for this analysis. :

21 E. Anapamu Street: approximately 12 residential units

1600-04 Olive Street: approximately 5,367 square feet for Bed & Breakfast use
1214 State Street: addition of 13,360 square feet to the Granada Theater

111 E. Victoria Street: approximately 9,905 square feet for office use

130 E. Victoria Street: approximately 10,204 square feet for office use

1211 Anacapa Street: approximately 8,810 square feet of office use

315-W. Carrillo Street: 61 apartment dwelling units

2520 Modoc Road: 18 single-family dwelling units

1235 Veronica Springs Road: 178 apartment dwelling units

XN LD

,__.
e

1298 Las Positas Road: approximately 12,950 square-foot commumty center
9001100 Las Positas Road: 24 single-family dwellmg units

3721 Modoc Road: approximately 9,120 square feet of classroom expansion

e e el
SR

320 Pueblo Street (Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital): demolition of approximately
270,000 square feet of existing hospital structures, construction of approximately 438,500
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Table C: Cumulative Projects T;rip Generation Summary L=

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Land Use Size Unit ADT In Out Total In Out Total
1 21 E. Anapamu Street ’
" Single Family Detached
) Trip Rate DU 9.57 0.19 0.56 0.75 0.64 037 1.01
Trip Generation 12 DU 115 2 7 9 8 4 12
2 1214-16 State Street
Granada Performing Arts Theater .
Trip Rate 0.00 000 000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Trip Generation  16.630 TSF 0 0 0 0 0 0. 0
3 1600 Olive Street
Bed & Breakfast
Trip Rate Rooms 9.11 0.23 0.41 0.64 0.31 027 0.58
Trip Generation 6 Rooms 55 1 2 4 2 2 3
1604 Olive Street
- Bed & Breakfast
Trip Rate Rooms 9.11 0.23 0.41 0.64 0.31 0.27 0.58
Trip Generation 6 Rooms S5 1 2 4 2 2 3
4 111 E. Victoria Street ’
Office Building
Trip Rate TSF 11.01 1.36 019 ° 1.55 0.25 1.24 1.49
Trip Generation 9.90 TSF 109 14 2 - 15 3 12 15
5 130 E. Victoria Street
County Clerk Recorder's Office
Trip Rate TSF 68.93 147 441 5.88 0.76 0.45 1.21
Trip Generation  10.20 TSF 703 15 45 60 3 5 12
6 1221 Anacapa Street '
Office Building
Trip Rate TSF 11.01 1.36 0.19 1.55 0.25 1.24 1.49
Trip Generation  8.810 TSF 97 12 2 14 2 11 13
7 315 W. Carrillo Street
Apartments
Trip Rate DU 6.72 0.10 0.41 0.51 0.40 0.22 0.62
Trip Generation 61 DU 410 6 25. 31 24 13 38
8 2520 Modoc Road
Single Family Petached
Trip Rate DU 9.57 0.19 0.56 0.75 0.64 0.37 1.01
Trip Generation 18 DU 172 3 10 14 12 7 18
9 1235 Veronica Springs Road
Apartments
Trip Rate DU 6.72 0.10 0.41 0.51 0.40 0.22 0.62
Trip Generation- 178 DU 1,196 18 73 91 71 39 110
10 1298 Las Positas Road
Community Center
Trip Rate TSF 22.88 0.99 063 - 1.62 048  1.16 1.64
Trip Generation 12950 TSF 296 13 8 21 6 15 21
11 900-1100 Las Positas Road ’
Single Family Detached : .
Trip Rate DU 9.57 0.19 056 0.75 0.64 0.37 1.01
Trip Generation 24 DU 230 5 13 18 15 9 24
12 3721 Modoc Road )
Private School
Trip Rate TSF - 6.55 5.36 11.91 3.33 347 6.80"
Trip Generation  9.120 TSF - 60 49 109 30 32 62
13 320 Pueblo Street (Santa Barbara Cottage-Hospital Modernization and Seismic Compliance Plan)
Trip Generation ' 1375 101 2 123 20 91 m
Tota)l Cumulative Trip Generation 4,813 251 261 512 203 241 444
Notes:
DU = Dwelling Usit
Trip rate referenced from the Institute of Transp gineers Trip Generation, 71h Edition (2003).
Land Use Code (220) - Aparmment
Land Use Code (210} - Single Family Dewached Land Use Code {520} - Elementary Schoo!
! Trip gentration yeferenced from the Santa Barbara Conage Hospital Modernization and Seismic Compliance Pian Traffic Impact Analysis, prepared by LSA Associates, Inc (October 2004).
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square feet of new hospital structures, acute care ambulatory and ancillary support services,
construction of a helipad, two parking structures, and a three-structure day care complex.

Project trip generation for the cumulative projects was determined utilizing trip rates from the
Institute of Transportation Engineers (1TE) 7rip Generation, 7th Edition.(2003). Table C presents the
trip generation for the cumulative projects. Traffic generated by these cumulative projects was
assigned to the local roadways and intersections based on logical origins and destinations for each
type of land use.

‘Cumulative Baseline Intersection Level of Service

Table D summarizes the results of the cumulative baseline (existing plus hospital plus growth plus
cumulative projects) a.m. and p.m. peak-hour LOS analysis for all study area intersections. The
cumulative baseline LOS calculation worksheets are contained in Appendix D. As this table indicates
all study area intersections are forecast to operate at satisfactory LOS (LOS C or better) in the
cumulative (2015) condition, with the exception of the following intersections.

2

« Anapamu Street/Laguna Street (23.9 seconds of delay in the p.m. peak hour)
o Arrellaga Street/Garden Street (22.9 seconds of delay in the a.m. peak hour)
» Mission Street/Bath Street (0.89 v/c in the p.m. peak hour)

Table D: Cumulative Baseline Intersection Level of Service (LOS) Summary

Cumulative Baseline Conditions
. AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Intersection Delay (sec) LOS Delay (sec) | LOS
Unsignalized Intersections
1. Anapamu Street/Laguna Street 16.6 C 23.9 C
2. Arrellaga Street/Olive Street 142 B 12.5 B
3. Micheltorena Street/Salsipuedes Street 99 A 9.5 A
4. Sola Street/Salsipuedes Street 10.6 B 10.0 A
5. Arrellaga Street/Laguna Street . 10.2 B 10.3 B
6. Arrellaga Street/Garden Street 229 C 18.1 C
7. Pedregosa Street/Laguna Street-Olive Street 9.7 A 9.5 A
8. Pueblo Street/Chapala Avenue 10.3 B 11.7. B
9. Pueblo Street/De La Vina Street 16.7 C 206 C
viIC LOS v/C LOS
Signalized Intersection _
10. Mission Street/Bath Street 0.73 C 0.89 D

Notes:

Bold and italicized numbers represent impacted intersections

An intersection is considered "impacied” in the cumulative baseline condition if the volume to capacity (v/c) ratio is 0.77 vic
or the delay is 22 seconds or greater.
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PROJECT IMPACTS

Transportation Impact Significance Guidelines Transportation issues include traffic, access,
circulation, safety, and parking. Vehicle, bicycle and pedestrian, and transit modes of transportation
are all considered, as well as emergency vehicle access. The City General Plan Circulation Element
contains policies addressing circulation, traffic, and parking in the City. '

Impact Evaluation Guidelfnes

A proposed pfoject may have a significant impact on traffic, circulation, and parking if it would result
in any of the following.

Vehicle Traffic.
.+ Cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and street
system capacity (see traffic thresholds below). a
‘s Cause insufficiency in transit system ‘

+ Conflict with the Congestion Management Plan (CMP) or Circulation Element or other adopted
plan or policy pertaining to vehicle or transit systems.

Circulation and Traffic Safety.

» Create potential hazards due to addition of traffic to a roadway that has design features (e.g.,
narrow width, roadside ditches, sharp curves, poor sight distance, and inadequate pavement

structure) or that supports uses that would be incompatible with substantial increases in traffic.
« Diminish or reduce safe pedestrian and/or bicycle circulation.

Y

» Result in inadequate emergency access on-site or to nearby uses.

Parking.

o Result in insufficient parking capacity for the projected amount of automobiles and bicycles.

Traffic Impact Significance Thresholds

The City uses levels of service (LOS) “A” through “F” to describe operating conditions at signalized
intersections in terms of volume-to-capacity (v/c) ratios, with LOS A (0.50-0.60 v/c) representing
free-flowing conditions and LOS F (1.00+ v/c) describing conditions of substantial delay. The City
General Plan Circulation Element establishes the goal for City intersections to not exceed LOS C
(0.70-0.80 v/c). '
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For purposes of environmental assessment, LOS C at 0.77 v/c is the threshold LOS against which
project impacts are measured. An intersection is considered “impacted” if the v/c ratio is 0.77 v/c or
greater.

Project-Specific Significant Impact. A project-specific significant impact results when:

s  Project peak-hour traffic would cause a signalized intersection to exceed 0.77 v/c, or the v/c of an
intersection already exceeding 0.77 v/c would be increased by 0.01 (1 percent) or more as a result
of project peak-hour traffic.

» Project peak-hour traffic would cause an unsignalized intersection to exceed 22 seconds of delay
or if an unsignalized intersection already exceeding 22 seconds of delay would be increased by 1
percent or more as a result of the project.

Significant Cumulative Contribution. A project would result in a significant contribution to
cumulative traffic impacts when:

» Project peak-hour traffic together with other cumulative traffic from existing and reasonably
foreseeable pending projects would cause an intersection to exceed 0.77 v/c or 22 seconds of
delay, or

» Project would contribute traffic to an intersection exceeding 0.77 v/c or 22 seconds of delay.

Project Trip Generation

Trip generation estimates for the Cottage Hospital Foundation Housing project (115 condominium
dwelling units) were calculated using trip rates from the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE)
Trip Generation manual. According to City staff, the trip generation characteristics of condominiums
in the City of Santa Barbara are similar to the trip generation of single-family homes as described in
the ITE Trip Generation Manual. To accurately represent the trip generation of the proposed
condominium project, trip rates for “Single-Family Residential” (Land Use Code 210) were used
instead of condominium trip rates to generate the vehicle trips of the proposed project. Table E shows
the trip rates and the trip generation for the proposed condominium project. The proposed
condominium project is forecast to generate approximately 1,101 ADT, 87 a.m. peak-hour trips, and
116 p.m. peak-hour trips.

Table E: Cottage Workforce Housing Trip Generation Summary

: ' AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Land Use Size | Unit | ADT In Out | Total | In | Out | Total
[ Cottage Workforce Housing ' . ‘
Trip Rates' DU 9.57. 0.19 | 056 | 075 | 0.64 | 037 | 1.01
Trip Generation 115 | DU | 1,101 22 65 87 73 43 116
Notes: ‘ B

DU ="dwelling unit
! Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE), Trip Generation, 7th Edition. Land Use Code 210: Single-Family Housing
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Trip Generation Comparison

The trip generation estimates for Saint Francis Hospital facilities and the proposed condominium
projéct were compared to determine the net change in trips resulting from the proposed change in
land use at the project site Table F compares the trip generation estimates for the proposed housing
project and the Saint Francis Hospital.

Table F: Saint Francis Hospital and Probosed Project Trip Generation Comparison

AM Peak Hour | PM Peak Hour
Land Use ADT In Out | Total | In | Out | Total
Saint Francis Hospital 1,023 68 29 97 41 72 | 113
Proposed Project 1,101 22 65 87 73 43 116 '
Net Change in Trips 78 -46 36 -10 32 -29 3

0
+

As shown in Table F, the proposed condominium project is forecast to generate approximately 78
more daily trips, 10 fewer a.m. peak-hour, and three more p.m. peak-hour trips than the Saint Francis
Hospital. Although the project is forecast to generate approximately the same number of trips as Saint
Francis Hospital, the directional distribution will be changed. The hospital has the highest traffic
volumes inbound in the morning and outbound in the evening. With the residential land use, the
highest traffic volumes would be outbound in the morning and inbound in the evening.

Trip Distribution and Assignment

The regional trip distribution for the proposed condominium project is based on logical routes of
travel to major transportation, shopping, and employment opportunities in the region. A percentage of
the project traffic is distributed to Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital, since the project will provide
housing for Cottage Hospital employees. Project traffic volumes for vehicles both entering and

exiting the project site are distributed and assigned to the adjacent street system based on the
proximity to the following major arterials: Micheltorena Street, Mission Street, State Street, De La
Vina Street, and Santa Barbara Street.

Approximately 70 percent of the residential units are expected to serve employees of SBCH, located.
northwest of the project site. The remaining.30 percent of the residential units will be sold at market
rate to the public. Seventy percent of the project trips were not distributed to SBCH because it was
assumed that spouses of SBCH employees will travel to other areas within the City.

For purposes of the project trip distribution, it was assumed that 50 percent of the total project trips
would be destined for Cottage Hospital, with the remaining 50 percent destined throughout the City.
Based on the proximity to downtown and other employers within the City, approximately 15 percent
of the project trips would be destined north via U.S. 101; 10 percent southeast on U.S. 101 via Milpas
Street; and 25 percent south through downtown and the harbor. Figure 8 illustrates the regional trip
distribution percentages and trip assignment. for the proposed project.

PARZC430\Traffic Impact Analysis Revised 2.doc «05/24/05» 20



PUEBLO [ SCHEMATIC - NOT TO SCALE |
9~ - ST
618~y
LOS

OLIVOS ST

6/21 = ’
b . :
= . k3
PEDREGOSA ST b [ Lon2
Q g
& & 2 w @
o 2]
4 > g S E @ E
. E 2 3 ] 2 T
(o1} @ 4 > “ > g = -
~ 3 9 = 9 9 i 3

6/21 =

-11/7

Y
A 1S VIVIVHD
r3/9
2
:
2
>
-—-ﬁ
1
2

&
nN
\

MICHELTORENA ST

INTERSECTION KEY

(1] Laguna St/Anapamu St

© Olive St/Arrellaga St

3] Salsipuedes St/Micheltorena St
© Salsipuedes StSola St SOLA ST
© Laguna St/Arrellaga St w414
O Garden St/Arrellaga St F
0 Laguna St/Pedregosa
© Chapala StPueblo St 05

© De La Vina St/Pueblo St ANAPAMU| ST 4 SALSIPUEDES mé @ i
(@ Bath StMission St _ 2 . 5T - {

LS A LEGEND ' FIGURE 8

ﬁ/ @ - Study Area Intersection 4-@ - Trip Distribution

XU/YYY - AM/PM Volumes Percentage QOttage Hospital Workforce Housing
Project Trip Assignment and Distribution

LS YNNOV1
1S JAI'TO

Q4 VISIAVITY

SCHEMATIC - NOT TO SCALE 3
I\RZCA30\G\Project Trip Dist & Assign.cdr (3/29/05)




LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYS)S
MAY 2005 SANTA BARBARA COTTAGE HOSPITAL FOUNDATION WORKFORCE HOUSING
SANTA BARBARA. CALIFORNIA

BASELINE (WITH HOSPITAL) PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS

Existing plus proposed project traffic conditions were compared to the baseline traffic at the study
area intersections. Figure 9 shows the existing plus project a.m. and p.m. peak-hour traffic volumes at
the study area intersections. The resulting net change in traffic resulting from the replacement of the
hospital with the proposed project is illustrated in Figure 10. The existing plus project LOS
calculation worksheets are contained in Appendix E.

Table G summarizes the results of the existing plus project a.m. and p.m. peak-hour LOS analysis for
all study area intersections. A comparison of the results to the baseline condition is also presented.
The net change in a.m. and p.m. intersection operations occurs as a result of differences in both trip
generation characteristics and trip distribution characteristics between the former hospital operatlon
and the proposed housing project.

As depicted on Table G, the net change between a.m. and p.m. peak-hour traffic conditions that
existed when the Saint Francis Hospital was in operation and that would occur after the Cottage
Hospital Foundation Housing project is occupied is minor. For example, the net change in turning
movement delays during the a.m. peak hour would be increased at four unsignalized intersections by
0.1 or 0.2 seconds. The a.m. turning movement delays at two intersections would decrease by 0.1 ofa

*second, while the delay at the Arrellaga Street/Olive Street intersection would decrease by 0.9
seconds. As Table G indicates, all study area intersections are forecast to operate at acceptable LOS
(LOS C or better) with the exception of Mission Street/Bath Street which will operate at 0.80 v/c in
the p.m. peak hour. However, there is no net change between the two scenarios and therefore the
project would not significantly impact the intersection based on the City’s 51gmﬁcance threshold for
intersection operations.

CUMULATIVE BASELINE (WITH HOSPITAL) PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS

To determine the cumulative baseline plus project condition, the cumulative baseline (with hospital)
was compared to the cumulative plus project scenario. Figure 7 shows the cumulative baseline (with
hospital) a.m. and p.m. peak-hour traffic volumes at the study area intersections. Figure 11 shows the
cumulative plus project a.m. and p.m. peak-hour traffic volumes at the study area intersections The
net change between the cumulative baseline (with hospital) and cumulative plus project scenarios
represents the increment of project traffic and is illustrated in Figure 10. The cumulative plus hospital
and cumulative plus project LOS calculation worksheets are contained in Appendices D and F,
respectively.

Table H summarizes the results of the cumulative baseline (with hospital) plus project am. and p.m.
peak-hour LOS analysis for all study area intersections. A comparison of the results to the cumulative
baseline is also presented. In the cumulative condition, any addition of traffic to an intersection
operating at 0.77 v/c or 22 seconds of delay is considered a project impact. As Table H illustrates, the
net change between these scenarios show an increase of traffic to three impacted intersections,
therefore creating a significant project impact at the following intersections:
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Table G: Net Project Intersection Level of Service (LOS) Summary

Baseline Condition Existing + Project Condition Net Project
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour . | AM Peak Hour | PM Peak Hour
Intersection Delay (sec)] LOS [ Delay(sec); LOS | Delay (sec)| L. OS [Delay (sec)] LOS Net Change Net Change
Unsignalized Intersections i . |
1. Anapamu Street/Laguna Street - 15.2 C 20.0 C 15.3 C 20.0 C 0.1 0.0
2. Arrellaga Street/Olive Street 13.5. B 12.0 B 12.6 B 12.2 B -0.9 0.2
3. Micheltorena Street/Salsipuedes Street 9.7 A 9.4 A 9.9 A 9.8 A 0.2 0.4
4. Sola Street/Salsipuedes Street 10.4 - B 9.9 A 10.5 B 10.0 B 0.1 0.1
5. Arrellaga Street/Laguna Street 10.0 B 10.2 B 10.0 B 10.1 B 0.0 0.
6. Arrellaga Street/Garden Street 19.8 C 16.3 C 20.0 C 16.3 C 0.2 0.0
7. Pedregosa Street/Laguna Street-Olive Street 9.3 A 9.1 A 92 | A 9.1 A -0.1 0.0
8. Pueblo Street/Chapala Avenue 10.1 B 11.4 B 10.1 B 1.5 B 0.0 0.1
9. Pueblo Street/De La Vina Street 15.4 C 184" C 15.2 C 18.4 C -0.2 0.0
vIC LOS V/IC LOS v/IC LOS V/IC LOS Net Change Net Change
Signalized Intersection ]
{110 Mission Street/Bath Street 0.66 B | 68 | C 0.66 B 0.80 [ 0.000 0.000
Notes:

Bold and italicized numbers represent impacted intersections. - ) .
An intersection is considered "impacted"” in the baseline condition if the volume to capacity (v/c) ratio is 0.77 v/c or the delay is 22 seconds or greater.
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Table H: Cumulative Net Project Intersection Leve! of Service (LOS) Summary

Cumulative Baseline Condition

Cumulative + Project Condition

Net Cumulative Project .

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour * AM Peak Hour. PM Peak Hour AM Peak Hour | PM Peak Hour
Intersection Delay (sec) | LOS | Delay (sec) [ LOS | Delay (sec) | LOS | Delay (sec) | LOS Net Change Net Change
Unsignalized Intersections .
1. Anapamu Street/Laguna Street 16.6 C 23.9 C 16.7 C 24.1 C 0.1 0.2
2. Arrellaga Street/Olive Street 14.2 B 12.5 B 13.2 B 12.7 B -1.0. 0.2
3. Micheltorena Street/Salsipuedes Street 9.9 A 9.5 A 10.1 B 9.9 A 0.2 0.4
4, Sola Street/Salsipuedes Street 10.6 B 10.0 B 10.7 B 10.1 B - 0.1 0.1
5. Arrellaga Street/Laguna Street 10.2 B 10.3 B 10.1 B 10.2 B -0.1 -0.1
6. Arrellaga Street/Garden Street 22.9 C 18.1 [ 23.1 C 18.0 C 0.2 -0.1
7. Pedregosa Street/Laguna Street-Olive Street 9.7 A 9.5 A 9.7 A 9.4 A 0.0 -0.1
8. Pueblo Street/Chapala Avenue 10.3 B 11.7 B 10.3 B 11.8 B 0.0 0.1
0. Pieblo StreetDe La Vina Street 16.7 C 20.6 C 16.8 C 20.8 C 0.1 0.2
V/C LOS V/IC LOS v/C LOS V/C LOS Net Change Net Change
Signalized Intersection
IT0. Mission Street/Bath Street 0.74 C 0.89 D 0.62 B 0.89 D -0.120 0.000

Notes:
Bold and italicized numbers represent impacted intersections.

An intersection is considered "impacted” in the cumulative baseline condition if the volume to capacity (v/c) ratio is 0.77 v/c or the delay is 22 seconds or greater.
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Table I: Trip Reduction Potential of Shuttle Program at Impacted Intersections

@ @) @ | @ ©) © | 0O
Net Change | Total Net
Cumulative Cumulative Plus with | Shuttle Change with
Baseline Traffic | Project Traffic Proposed % Project Trip | Program Trip Shuttle Significant
Intersection Volumes Volumes Project : Generation -Reduction Program Impact
Mission St/Bath St |
AM Peak Hour 2,963 2,980 17 87 11 6 Y
PM Peak Hour 3,109 3,120 11 116 15, -4 N
Anapamu St/Laguna St v
AM Peak Hour 796 804 -8 87 11 -19 N
PM Peak Hour 1,004 1,012 -8 116 15 -23 N
Arrellaga St/Garden St | -~ | "~ . -
AM Peak Hour 978 965 13 87 11 2 N
PM Peak Hout 875 874 1 116 15 -14 N

Notes:

(1) Cumulative baseline traffic volumes include existing, St. Francis Hospital, and cumulative traffic volumes.
(2) Cumulative plus project traffic volumes include existing, cumulative, and project traffic volumes.

(3) Net Change with Proposed Project = Column (2) - Column (1)
(4) Cottage Workforce Housing Trip Generation

(5) Implementation of the Shuttle Program has the potential to reduce traffic at these intersections equal to or greater than 12.5% of the project trip generation.
(6) Total Net Change with Shuttle Program = Column (3) - Column (5)
(7) An intersection is "impacted" when measurable traffic (five or more vehicles) is added to the intersection during the peak hour.
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Table J summarizes the results of the existing a.m. and p.m. peak-hour LOS analysis for the 10 study
area intersections. The existing LOS calculation worksheets are contained in Appendix G. As this
table indicates, all study area intersections are currently operating at satisfactory LOS (LOS C or
better) during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours. Based on the traffic counts that were taken on December
8, 2004, the a.m. and p.m. peak-hour LOS operation characteristics for most study area intersections
are similar to the existing baseline conditions described in Table B. The only difference in LOS
conditions is that under existing conditions, the delay at the Arrellaga Street/Laguna Street
intersection has decreased slightly and the intersection presently operates at LOS A rather than

LOS B.

Table J: Existing Intersection Level of Service (LOS) Summary

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Intersection Delay (sec) LOS Delay (sec) LOS
Unsignalized Intersections
1. Anapamu Street/Laguna Street 15.1 C 19.8 C
2. Arrellaga Street/Olive Street 12.1 B 114 B
3. Micheltorena Street/Salsipuedes Street 95 A 9.3 A
4. Sola Street/Salsipuedes Street 10.3 B 9.8 A
5. Arrellaga Street/Laguna Street ' 99 A 9.9 A
6. Arrellaga Street/Garden Street 15.0 C 154 C
7. Pedregosa Street/Laguna Street-Olive Street 9.1 A 8.9 A
8. Pueblo Street/Chapala Avenue 10.1 B 114 B
9. Pueblo Street/De La Vina Street 15.2 C 182 C

V/C LOS V/C LOS
Signalized Intersection
10. Mission Street/Bath Street 0.66 B 0.80 C

Note: Bold and iralicized numbers represent impacted intersections
An intersection is considered "impacted” in the existing condition if the v/c ratio is 0.77 v/c or the delay is 22 seconds or
greater.

Existing Plus Project Conditions

Traffic generated by the proposed condominium project is added to the existing traffic volumes at the
study area intersections. Figure 9 shows the resulting existing plus project a.m. and p.m. peak-hour
traffic volumes at the study area intersections. The existing plus project LOS calculation worksheets
are contained in Appendix E. Table J summarizes the results of the existing and existing plus project.
a.m. and p.m. peak-hour LOS analysis for all study area intersections. As Table K indicates, all study
area intersections are forecast to operate at acceptable LOS (LOS C or better) in the peak hours in
both the existing and existing plus project condition, with the exception of Mission Street/Bath Street,
which will operate at 0.80 v/c during the p.m. peak hour.
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Table K: Existing plus Project Intersection Level of Service (LOS) Summary

Existing Condition Existing + Project Condition

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Intersection Delay (sec) LOS Delay (sec) LOS Delay (sec) LOS Delay (sec) LOS
Unsignalized Intersections '
1. Anapamu Street/Laguna Street 15.1 C 19.8 C . 153 C 20.0 C
2. Arrellaga Street/Olive Street 12,1 B 114 B 12.6 B 12.2 B
3. Micheltorena Street/Salsipuedes Street 9.5 A 9.3 A 9.9 A 9.8 A
4. Sola Street/Salsipuedes Street 10.3 B 9.8 A 10.5 B 10.0 B
5. Arrellaga Street/Laguna Street 9.9 A 9.9 A 10.0 B 10.1 B
6. Arrellaga Street/Garden Street 19.0 C 154 C 20.0 C 16.3 C
7. Pedregosa Street/Laguna Street-Olive Street 9.1 A 8.9 A 9.2 A 9.1 A
8. Pueblo Street/Chapala Avenue 10.1 B 11.4 B 10.1 B 11.5 B
9. Pueblo Street/De La Vina Street 15.2 C 18.2 C 15.2 C 18.4 C

v/C LOS v/C LOS v/IC LOS v/C LOS
Signalized Intersection
10. Mission Street/Bath Street 0.66 B 0.80 Cc 0.66 B 0.80 C

Notes:

Bold and italicized numbers represent impacted intersections.

An intersection is considered "impacted" in the existing condition if the volume to capacity (v/c) ratio is 0.77 v/c or the delay is 22 seconds or greater.
An increase of 0.01 v/c or 0.20 in seconds of delay at an "impacted” intersection in the existing condition is considered a project-impact.
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Cumulative Plus Project Conditions

To determine the cumulative plus project condition, traffic generated by the proposed project was
added to the existing plus cumulative traffic volumes at the study area intersections. The existing plus
cumulative a.m. and p.m. peak hour traffic volumes are illustrated in Figure 13. The existing plus
cumulative LOS summary is summarized in Table L. The cumulative baseline LOS calculation
worksheets are contained in Appendix H. Figure 11 shows the cumulative plus project am. and p.m.
peak-hour traffic volumes. The cumulative plus project LOS calculation worksheets are contained in
Appendix F. Table L summarizes the results of the cumulative and cumulative plus project a.m. and
p.m. peak-hour LOS analysis for all study area intersections. In the cumulative condition, any
addition of traffic to an intersection operating at 0.77 v/c or 22 seconds of delay is considered an

- impact. As Table M illustrates, the net change between these scenarios shows an increase of traffic to
three impacted intersections:

« Anapamu Street/Laguna Street

e Arrellaga Street/Garden Street

e Mission Street/Bath Street

"Therefore, the proposed project causes a significant impact at these locations, based on the City’s
significance threshold requirements. As discussed earlier in the report, the implementation of the
Employee Shuttle Program has the potential to replace approximately 25 percent of the peak-hour trip
generation. The reduction in trip generation would decrease the project traffic at the impacted
intersections to less than measurable levels with the exception of Mission Street/Bath Street (a.m.
peak hour). Therefore, the project applicant shall implement the Employee Shuttle Program to SBCH

and Downtown Santa Barbara to offset the project’s impact at the impacted intersections in the
cumulative condition. .

SITE ACCESS AND CIRCULATION IMPACTS

Vehicular Access Impacts

Currently, access from the project site to the arterial street system is provided via seven access
driveways at the following locations:

e Terminus of Arrellaga Street

» California Street south of Grand Avenue

 Salsipuedes Street and Micheltorena Street

o Salsipuedes Street and Arrellaga Street

e Micheltorena Street at California Street .

« North side of Micheltorena Street between California Street and Salsipuedes Street (access to
existing parking structure)

o Maintenance driveways along Arrellaga Street between Salsipuedes Street and the terminus of
Arrellaga Street
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Table L: Existing Plus Cumulative Intersection Level of Service (LOS) Summary

AM Peak Hour “PM Peak Hour
Intersection Delay (sec})y LOS |Delay (sec)| LOS .
Unsignalized Intersections ‘ .
1. Anapamu Street/Laguna Street 16.5 C 23.6 C
2. Arrellaga Street/Olive Street 12.7 B 11.7 B
3. Micheltorena Street/Salsipuedes Street 9.7 A 9.4 A
4. Sola Street/Salsipuedes Street 10.5 B 10.0 A
5. Arrellaga Street/Laguna Street 10.0 B 10.1 B
[l6. Arrellaga Street/Garden Street 21.7 C 16.9 C
7. Pedregosa Street/Laguna Street-Olive Street 9.5 A 9.3 A
8. Pueblo Street/Chapala Avenue 10.3 B 11.7 B
9. Pueblo Street/De La Vina Street 16.5 C 20.5 . C
v/C LOS v/C LOS
Signalized Intersection
10. Mission Street/Bath Street 0.73 C 0.89 D

Notes:
Bold and italicized numbers represent impacted intersections

An intersection is considered "impacted” in the cumulative baseline conditions if the v/c ratio is 0.77 v/c or'the delay is 22

seconds or greater.
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Table M: Cumulative Net Project Intersection Level of Service (LOS) Summary

* Existing + Cumulative Condition Existing + Cumulative + Project Condition
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Intersection Delay (sec) LOS Delay (sec) LOS Delay (sec) LOS Delay (sec) LOS
Unsignalized Intersections
1. Anapamu Street/Laguna Street 16.5 C 23.6 C 16.7 Cc 24.1 . C
2. Arrellaga Street/Olive Street 12.7 B 11.7 B 13.2 B 12.7 B
3. Micheltorena Street/Salsipuedes Street 9.7 A 9.4 A 10.1 B. 9.9 A
4. Sola Street/Salsipuedes Street 10.5 B 10.0 A 10.7 B 10.1 B
5. Arrellaga Street/Laguna Street 10.0 B 10.1 B 10.1 B 10.2 B
|i6. Arrellaga Street/Garden Street 21.7. C 16.9 C 23.1 9 18.0 C
7. Pedregosa Street/Laguna Street-Olive Street 9.5 A 9.3 A 9.7 A 9.4 A
8. Pueblo Street/Chapala Avenue 10.3 B 11.7 B 10.3 B 11.8 B
9. Pueblo Street/De La Vina Street . 16.5 C 20.5 C 16.8 C 20.8 C
VIC LOS VIC LOS VIC LOS - VIC LOS
Siglialized Intersection
10, Mission Street/Bath Street 0.73 C . 089 D 0.74 C 0.89 D

Notes:
Bold numbers represent impacted intersections.

An intersection is considered "impacted” in the cumulative condition if the volume to capacity (v/c) ratio is 0.77 v/c or the delay is 22 seconds or greater.

" An increase of traffic at an "impacted" intersection in the cumulative condition is considered a project-impact.
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With the implementation of the proposed project, the existing driveway located on the corner of
Micheltorena Street and California Street, the driveway located on the north side of Micheltorena
Street between California Street and Salsipuedes Street, and the maintenance driveway along
Arrellaga Street will all be removed. The removal of these three driveways will improve the
operations at the intersection of California Street and Micheltorena Street, as well as along
Micheltorena Street because through traffic would not be interrupted by vehicles turning in to or out
of these driveways. The proposed project will utilize the remaining driveways to access the arterial
street system. .

"The project site slopes downward from north to south, with an average slope of approximately 12.7
percent across the entire site. To accommodate this change in site elevation, a retaining wall with a
maximum height of approximately 11 feet would extend from east to west across the central portion
of the project site. Due to the grade separation created by the retaining wall, vehicle access between
the northern and southern portions of the site would not be possible. Therefore, separate access
driveways would be provided to serve the northern and southern portions of the project. '

The proposed access driveway along the Salsipuedes Street is located between Arrellaga Street and
Micheltorena Street, would provide vehicular access to approximately 80 dwelling units located along
the southern portion of the project site. 1t should be noted that this portion of Salsipuedes Street is
proposed to become a public street as part of the proposed project. This project driveway would serve
approximately 60 a.m. and 81 p.m. peak-hour project vehicles, in addition to the adjacent existing
medical office uses. This roadway was formerly an access driveway for Saint Francis Hospital, as
well as the other medical facilities, which have the potential to generate more than 80 peak-hour trips.
The traffic volumes along the Salsipuedes Street with the proposed project are expected to be similar
to the traffic volumes experienced when Saint Francis Hospital was in operation. Therefore, no new
circulation impacts to the Salsipuedes Street are anticipated with the project. The Salsipuedes Street
access will be adequate to serve the traffic generated by the proposed project.

Tandem parking spaces are planned to be provided at Garage No. 3 of the proposed project. To
minimize the potential for significant access impacts in the parking garage, tandem spaces should be
assigned to be the same residential unit. :

Vehicular access to the northern portion of the project site would be provided via two access
driveways at the terminus of Arrellaga Street and along California Street. These driveways would
only serve residents of the condominium units on the northern portion of the project site
(approximately 35 dwelling units). In addition, a driveway would be constructed along California
Street, approximately 70 feet south of the northernmost driveway, to provide access to two dwelling
units located along California Street. The access driveway located at the terminus of Arrellaga: Street
would serve the proposed project as well as the Villa Riviera property to the north. The access
driveway is wide enough to accommodate entering and exiting vehicles, and it would serve the guest
parking lot as well as the garaged spaces at each dwelling unit. The access driveway located along
California Street (approximately 120 feet south of Grand Avenue) is approximately 16 feet wide. The
standard design vehicle for the City of Santa Barbara is 5.83 feet wide. Therefore, the 16-foot-wide
driveway can accommodate two-way traffic. While two vehicles can be accommodated, each vehicle
would likely slow down while entering and exiting due to the narrow driving aisle.
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In addition to the California Street driveway, the driveway that would be located 70 feet to the south
would serve two proposed dwelling units located adjacent to California Street. Residents of these
dwelling units would have to back out of the driveway onto California Street to exit the project site.
California Street is a 24-foot-wide roadway located along a steep grade, with no on-street parking.
Vehicles traveling on California-Street may have to stop if a vehicle is backing out. This condition
presently occurs with other residential driveways north of the project site. Furthermore, because on-
street parking is not allowed along California Street, sight distance would be sufficient for both
vehicles backing out of the driveway and vehicles traveling on California Street.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Circulation Impacts

The Circulation Element of the City of Santa Barbara’s General Plan establishes goals and objectives
for the bicycle and pedestrian network. As stated in the General Plan, the Circulation Element
objective is “To create and maintain an extensive network of bikeways, which enhances access
between residential, recreational, educational, institutional, and commercial areas within and outside
the city.” There are no bicycle facilities (lanes or routes) directly adjacent to the project site; however;
a few designated bicycle lanes and routes exist within the study area. Pedestrian movements adjacent
to the project are facilitated by sidewalks, which are provided-along all the neighborhood streets near -
the project site. However the topography of the area adjacent to the project site is a major impediment
to pedestrian circulation.

A Class 11 (on-road) bikeway is a bike route that provides a right-of-way designated by signs or
permanent markings and is shared with pedestrians or motorists. These lanes are striped, providing a
painted separation between motor vehicles and bicycles. The following roadways in the vicinity of the
project site provide Class 11 bikeways.

» Canon Perdido (south of the project site): This bike route is part of the Cross Town Bike Route

o State Street: The bike route is located west of the project site along State Street and is known as
the State Street Route

» Garden Street between Arrellaga Street and Ortega Street

Class I bikeways, as defined by the City of Santa Barbara, are off-street bike paths that provide a
completely separated right-of-way designated for the exclusive use of bicycles and pedestrians with
crossflows by motorists minimized; they are multipurpose paths that often provide many types of
nonmotorists with connections between areas not well served by the street system: The only Class I
bikeway within the study area is adjacent to Cabrillo Boulevard and is known as the Coast Route.
Cabrillo Boulevard is approximately two miles south of the project site.

The Santa Barbara County Bike Map also designates several alternative bicycle routes in the vicinity
of the proposed project. An alternative route is a bike route that is unsigned or nonpainted. The
following roadways in the vicinity of the project are designated as alternative routes:

Alisos Street between Canon Perdido and Indio Muerto Street

« Sola Street between Castillo Street and Olive Street

 Pedregosa Street between Castillo Street and Laguna Street
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e Anapamu Street between Chino Street and Vista Road
+ Olive Street between Sola Street and De La Guerra

According to the City of Santa Barbara Bicycle Master Plan (October 1998), proposed bicycle lanes
and facilities are planned within the vicinity of the project site. Class II bicycle lanes and facilities are
planned along Salsipuedes Street from Canon Perdido to Yanonali Street and along Micheltorena
Street from San Andreas Street to Garden Street

Pedestrian facilities are provided in the vicinity of the project site. Sidewalks are provi'ded along all
roadways in the vicinity of the project site. Pedestrian crosswalks are provided adjacent to the
hospital to accommodate staff and visitors, and handicap access ramps are located at the intersections
adjacent to the hospital.

Pedestrian circulation around the perimeter of the project site would be provided by new or improved
sidewalks along California Street, Micheltorena Street, Salsipuedes Street, and Arrellaga Street. Stairs
and pathways that would connect the sidewalks with a proposed network of on-site pathways between
residential units would also be provided. In addition, accessible paths to the stairwells are provided in
the parking garages located in the western portion of the project site. Stairwells are provided at the
middle and end of each parking garage to accommodate residents and to connect to the other
pathways on site. '

A pedestrian corridor would extend in a north-south direction across the entire.central portion of the
project site. A 20-foot-wide access easement would also be provided to extend the central pedestrian
corridor northward from the housing project site to Grand Avenue. Access along the corridor between
the northern and southem portions of the project site would be facilitated by a stairway that would be
incorporated into the design of the east-west retaining wall that would cross the project site. Another
20-foot-wide easement would be provided along a proposed access drive on the northern portion of
the project site to allow bicycle and pedestrian access between Arrellaga Street and California Street.

Pedestrian access within the project site would be substantially enhanced if the design of the proposed
east-west retaining wall across the center-of the project site were revised to provide more than one
stairwell to facilitate pedestrian access between the northern and southern portions of the project site.
To improve pedestrian circulation between the northern and southern portions of the project, one
additional pedestrian access should be provided in the east-west direction retaining wall.

Additionally, both accesses shall be designed according to ADA standards. Implementation of this
mitigation measure will reduce the potentially significant pedestrian circulation impact to less than
significant

Public Transportation Impacts

The Santa Barbara MTD provides bus service to and from the project site via Route 1 (Westside
Connector), Route 2 (Eastside Connector), and Route 22 (Old Mission), according to the information
contained in the MTD Web site (http://www.sbmtd.gov/). The MTD bus routes are described below.

e Route 1 (Westside Connector). As of September 7, 2004, Route 1 originates at the Transit
Center at Carrillo Boulevard and Chapala Street and ends at Modoc Street and Portesuello. The
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bus operates between 5:59 a.m. and 10:13 p.m., Monday through Friday; between 6:45 a.m. and
10:00 p.m. on Saturdays; and between 7:22 a.m. and 8:51 p.m. on Sundays. :

+ Route 2 (Eastside Connector). As of September 7, 2004, Route 2 originates at the intersection of
Punta Gorda and Salinas and ends at the Transit Center at Carrillo Boulevard and Chapala Street.
The bus operates between 5:15 a.m. and 10:34 p.m., Monday through Friday; between 6:18 a.m.
and 10:20 p.m. on Saturdays; and-between 7:37 a.m. and 9:00 p.m. on Sundays.

¢ Route 22 (Old Mission). As of September 7, 2004, Route 22 originates at the Transit Center at
Carrillo Boulevard and Chapala Street and ends at the Natural History Museum. The bus operates
between 6:45 a.m. and 5:45 p.m., Monday through Friday; between 10:15 a.m. 'and 4:48 p.m. on
Saturdays; and between 10:05 a.m. and 4:58 p.m. on Sundays.

At the time Saint Francis Hospital was in operation, a bus stop was provided directly in front of the
hospital at Salsipuedes Street. With the closure of the hospital, the bus stop was removed and bus
service was shifted to Olive Street due to low ridership. Route 22 does not provide direct service from
the project to SBCH. A passenger riding on Route 22 would have to transfer buses at the Transfer
Station (Downtown Santa Barbara) to Ronte 3 (Oak Park) in order to arrive at the hospital site.

According to the previous study conducted by ATE for the Cottage Hospital Workforce Housing
project, MTD noted that ridership within the neighborhood of the project site is low, and that
provision of bus service may need to be studied in the future. This information was confirmed with
MTD, and MTD indicated that there are no plans for future bus service to the project site at this time'
MTD would consider adding bus service to the proposed project site by stopping on Salispuedes
Street, provided that some road improvements were made to Salispuedes Street and provisions were
made for a bus bench and trash receptacle on both sides of the street.

Employee Shuttle Program. The project proposes the implementation of a shuttle bus/vanpool
program. The shuttle service would be used to transport employees to and from Cottage Hospital and
other Cottage Health System work:sites. In addition, the shuttle service should provide a route to
Downtown Santa Barbara to transport residents who are destined to downtown. This shuttle has the

. potential to significantly reduce the trip generation of the project; however, travel by private vehicle
from the project to Cottage Hospital has been assumed in this study to provide the most conservative
analysis of vehicular impacts.

Based on the intersection impact analysis, the proposed project is forecast to impact the intersections
of Anapamu Street/Laguna Street, Arrellaga Street/Garden Street, and Mission Street/Bath Street. As
discussed earlier in this report, the project applicant shall provide the Employee Shuttle Program to
offset the project impacts at these intersections.

NEIGHBORHOOD STREET IMPACT ANALYSIS

The proposed project fronts Micheltorena Street, California Street, Salsipuedes Street, and Arrellaga
Street. With the exception of Salsipuedes Street, these streets are all two-lane local streets. With the

! John Andoh, Transportation Planning Analyst, Santa Barbara Metropolitan Transit District

Transit Development Department. Telephone Conversation January 12, 2005.
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proposed project, Salsipuedes Street between Micheltorena Street and Arellaga Street will become a
public street. On-street parking is provided along Micheltorena Street and Arrellaga Street. No on-
street parking is allowed along Salsipuedes Street or California Street. The adjacent land uses are
mostly residential, with some medical office land uses adjacent to the Saint Francis Hospital.

To assess impacts to the neighborhood vehicular circulation, the methodology used is similar to that
in a study conducted by the City Planning Department of San Francisco (Appleyard 1970). In this
study, a field survey was conducted of every street block in the City of San Francisco. Observers
drove down each block, rating each street on a 1 to 5 scale based on its various visible qualities. Three
streets were selected based on their identical appearance, but difference in traffic volumes. The streets
were labeled as “Heavy,” “Medium,” and “Light” traffic streets.to account for their average daily
traffic (ADT) volumes. A roadway with approximately 2,000 ADT and/or 200 peak-hour trips was
classified as “Light Traffic,” approximately 8,000 ADT and/or 550 peak-hour trips were classified as
“Moderate Traffic,” and approximately 16,000 ADT and/or 1,900 peak-hour trips were classified as
“Heavy Traffic.” In addition, attitudinal surveys were made to explore the environmental values held
by the residents of the neighborhoods.

Based on interviews conducted by Appleyard, five sets of issues were explored: (1) Traffic Hazard;
(2) Noise, Stress, and Pollution; (3) Neighborhood and Visiting; (4) Privacy and Home Territory; and
(5) Street Images: Environmental Awareness. Traffic Hazard was the most widespread environmental
problem on all three streets, especially on the “Heavy” street. The increase in traffic speeds was seen
as being dangerous for children, washing cars, and cars backing out of driveways. Also, the “Light”
street, which had less through traffic, tended to attract drivers that would speed and neglect stop signs.
During the interviews, each resident characterized the “Light” street as safe, the “Medium” street as
neither safe nor unsafe, and the “Heavy” street as unsafe. Therefore, the increase in neighborhood
traffic volumes and traffic hazards resulted in the neighborhood being perceived as less livable for the
residents. When analyzing impacts to neighborhood streets using the Appleyard approach, an impact
would occur when a “Light” street would be re-characterized as a “Medium” or “Heavy” street, or a
“Medium” Street would become a “Heavy” street due to the addition of project traffic.

Examination of the peak-hour intersection traffic volumes experienced in the baseline traffic (with
hospital) condition and cumulative baseline shows that the streets adjacent to the project site (i.e.,
Micheltorena Street, Salsipuedes Street, and Arrellaga Street) would fall into the “Light” traffic
category (i.e., approximately 200 peak hour trips).

The Cottage Hospital Foundation Housing project is forecast to generate approximately 78 more daily
trips, 10 fewer a.m. peak-hour trips, and 3 more p.m. peak hour trips than the previous hospital
operation. As shown in Figure 10, each individual intersection would experience an increase or
decrease of a minor volume of trips as a result of the proposed project. Likewise, the roadway
segments connecting each study area intersection would also only experience an increase or decrease
of a few peak-hour trips with the proposed project. As shown in Table N, the change in traffic would
not cause any of the neighborhood streets to be recharacterized from a “Light” street to a “Medium”
street. The net change is less than would typically be experienced from day to day at a particular
location. As a result, it is unlikely that the net change in traffic between the hospital and the proposed
residential use would result in significant neighborhood street impacts, and no significant impacts to
livability are expected to occur as a result of project implementation.
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Table N: Cottage Workforce Housing Neighborhood Street Analysis

Cumulative Cumulative Plus| Traffic |
Existing Baseline | Baseline Traffic | Project | Project Traffic | Volume
Roadway Segment Traffic Volumes Volumes Traffic Volumes Category
Laguna_St between Pedrgg_o;; St and Arrellaga St
Northbound | AM Peak Hour 64 | 70 0 70 Light -
PM Peak Hour 80 88 -~ 0 88 Light
Southbound | AM Peak Hour 82 91 -2 89 Light
PM Peak Hour 105 115 -1 114 Light
[Laguna St south of Arrellaga St '
Northbound AM Peak Hour 58 65 0 65 Light
PM Peak Hour - 57 64 0 64 Light
Southbound | AM Peak Hour 61 67 0 67 Light
PM Peak Hour . 88 98 0 98 Light _
|Arrellaga St between Laguna St and Olive St '
Eastbound | AM Peak Hour 50 53 20 33 Light
T PM Peak Hour 50 54 6 60 Light
‘Westbound AM Peak Hour 45 [ 48 2 50 ﬁTLight
" | PM Peak Hour 69 | 14 | 16 58 Light
Arrellaga St east of Olive St
Eastbound . AM Peak Hour 93 98 -35 63 Light
PM Peak Hour 83 90 7 97 Light
Westbound 'AM Peak Hour 72 77 4 81 Light
PM Peak Hour 102 108 -31 77 Light
Micheltorena St west of Salsipuedes St ‘ X
Eastbound | AM Peak Hour 82 93 -5 88 »Light
" PMPeak Hour 88 97 17 114 Light
Westbound | AM Peak Hour 87 97 23 120 Light
PM Peak Hour 74 81 3 84 Light
Micheltorena St east of Salsipuedes St
Eastbound AM Peak Hour 72 83 -7 76 Light
PM Peak Hour 81 91 7 98 Light
Westbound AM Peak Hour 76 85 7 92 Light
PM Peak Hour 61 67 -3 64 Light
Salsipuedes St between Micheltorena St and Sola St ' .
Northbound . AM Peak Hour ' 71 78 4 74 Light
PM Peak Hour 51 56 12 68 Light
Southbound AM Peak Hour 67 73 11 84 Light
PM Peak Hour 66 72 1 73 Light
Notes:

Existing baseline traffic volumes include existing and St. Francis Hospital traffic volumes.

Curnulative baseline traffic volumes include existing, St. Francis Hospital, and cumulative traffic volumes.

Cumulative plus project traffic volumes include existing, cumulative, and project traffic volumes.
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Neighborhood Traffic Management Plan

In 2003, the City and residents of the Saint Francis Hospital area developed a Neighborhood Traffic
Management Plan (NTMP) to address traffic concerns and inappropriate motorist behavior, and to
improve the quality of life within the neighborhood. The NTMP identified average vehicle speeds on
neighborhood roadways as well as specific areas within the neighborhood where residents perceived
speeding to be an issue. The NTMP also includes a “toolbox™ of traffic calming techniques, and
prescribes traffic-calming measures at specific locations. The recommended traffi c—calming program
from the TMP is illustrated in Figure 14. Some recommended traffic-calming measures in the V1cm1ty
of the Cottfage Hospital Foundation Housing project site are listed below:

+ Install mini-roundabout at the intersections of California Street/Grand Avenue, Olive
Street/Micheltorena Street, Olive Street/Sola Street, and Alta Vista Road/Sola Street

« Stripe Olive Street and Laguna Street to reduce the visual width of those streets

e Analyze existing four-way stop controls for alternative traffic-calming tools

At the conclusion of the NTMP process, residents of the neighborhood agreed on a prioritized list of
the most important issues. The priorities that were established are the Garden Street Corridor, the
Santa Barbara High School area, and Valerio Street. Although the specific improvements listed above
are not included in these priorities, the NTMP recommended that a Neighborhood Technical Team be
established to meet regularly to help refine the plan and work through design strategies with City
Staff.

The NTMP process was initiated at an evening meeting on March 14, 2003, and the final plan was
completed in November 2003. Saint Francis Hospital was closed in June 2003. With implementation
of the Employee Shuttle, the Cottage Hospital Foundation Housing project, however, would not add a
measurable amount of traffic or pedestrians to the streets/areas that were identified as requiring
traffic-calming measures or to the streets where specific traffic-calming improvements were
recommended. Therefore, no project-related changes to the NTMP are required as a result of the
proposed project, and the proposed project would not substantially exacerbate existing traffic
conditions that have been previously identified as requiring the installation of traffic-calming
measures. : )

It is possible that when the project is completed and occupied, new traffic issues on the roadways
adjacent to the project may arise due to project—related traffic. The toolbox established in the NTMP
provides a framework for addressing future traffic issues arising from increased density of traffic near
the project. Addmonally, once the project is completed and occupied, the Neighborhood Technical
Team in conjunction with the City, could sponsor another meeting with neighborhood residents to
identify whether traffic-calming measures, in addition to those already identified in the NTMP,

should be considered.
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Concerns

Residents are concerned wuth (1) Overall safety and beauty, (2) Slower speeds (3} Nmse (4) Motorists not"
-yielding to pedestrians, (5) Speeding on: Garden, Alta Vista, Grand, Loma, Oramas, California, Otive and
Pedregosa, (6} Pedestrian crossings on Garden, (7) Intersections of Alta Vista at Sola, Valerio at Laguna, Olive 3
at Valerio, California at Grand, Pedregosa at Olive, Victoria at Olive, Arrellaga at Olive, and Arrellaga at Laguna., }
(8) Residents do not want to delay emergency responders. They also seek to retain the area's beauty and his-
toric features, and improve conditions for a village style tife, walkung, b:cyclmg and using transit. !

5w s
e a Vi ans
Lnas Eatestn

q.-u»mr

i Medlans and

" Recommendations

(1) Replace 4-way stops on Garden Street with mini-roundabouts. {2} On allernate blocks use chicanes
(curb extensions with refuge isfands) or (3) Chokers {curb extensions-and refuge islands). (4) Stripe
many streets, such as Alta Vista, Anapamu and Olive, to reduce visual width. (5) Alternate parking and *:
use a chicane to reduce speeding on Loma and Oramas. (6) Use mini-roundabouts on-Alta Vista at .
Sola, Victoria and Anapamu. (7)- Use mini-roundabouts on Laguria atislay, Laguna at Arrellaga, Califor~ =
nia at Grand, and other streets as needed. (8) Mod:fy intersechons on Laguna at Pedregosa and Grand

at Moreno. . .

LS A ' B - FIGURE 14
@ » _ Cottage Hospital Workforce Housing
NOT TO SCALE - .

SOURCE: Walkable Communities, Inc.
[\RZC430\G\Traffic Calming.cdr (3/21/05)

Lower Riviera/Upper East Traffic Calming Plan
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[

PARKING DEMAND IMPACT ANALYSIS
Existing On-Street and Project Parking Impacts

Parking is available on-street within the project area. The curbside parking serves users of Saint
Francis Hospital, other medical offices adjacent to the hospital, and the neighborhood. The number of
on-street parking spaces within a one-block radius of the project site are provided below.

e Micheltorena Street: Approximately 45 on-street parking spaces (no parking north of California
Street)

» Salsipuedes Street: Approximately 22 on-street parking spaces between Micheltorena Street and
Sola Street

e Arrellaga Street: Approximately 40 on-street parking spaces between Olive Street and the
terminus of Arrellaga Street

« Olive Street: Approximately 29 on-street parking spaces between Arre]]aga Street and
Micheltorena Street

» California Street: No on-street parking permitted.

On-street parking demand is mostly related to ownership of more than two cars, guest parking,
residents who do not use their garages to park cars, and medical office visitors. The existing on-street
parking supply of approximately 136 spaces within the neighborhood adjacent to the project site
presently sefves the existing single-family dwelling units in the area as well as a medical/office
building Most of the single-family dwelling units within the neighborhood have one- to two-car
garages and driveways.

On-street parking spaces along Olive Street are sign-restricted for street sweeping along the east side
of the street on Mondays from 1:00 p.m. to 3:00 p.m. and along the west side of the street on *
Tuesdays from 1:00 p.m. to 3:00 p.m. On-street parking along Arrellaga Street, Micheltorena Street
and Salsipuedes Street do not have any parking restrictions. However, parking is restricted along the
northside of Micheltorena Street between California Street and the westernmost driveway between
Salsipuedes Street and California Street. In addition, there is no parking at any time along California
Street. The proposed project’s removal of the two driveways along Micheltorena Street and street
extensions will not increase or decrease the on-street parking supply along Micheltorena Street due to
the parking restrictions. The on-street parking supply and any existing on-street parking restrlctlons
would not be affected by the proposed project.

Proposed Project Parking Facilities

" With the implementation of the proposed project, the off-street parking spaces on the Saint Francis
Hospital site will be removed. However, all on-street parking spaces will remain. The proposed
project includes the construction of 265 covered and uncovered off-street parking spaces for residents
and guests, which includes the 11 parking spaces required as part of the Conditional Use Permit for
the adjacent Villa Riviera facility. Figure 15 illustrates the proposed parking plan. Table O provides a
break down of the parking provided for the northern and southern portions of the project site.
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Table O: Proposed Parking Supply

SANTA BARBARA, CALIFORN1A

Total Spaces

Parking Area Number Provided . Provided
Northern Project Area (35 units)

Surface parking spaces
Enclosed two-car garages ‘18 36
Enclosed one-car garages - 17 17
Assigned uncovered spaces 14 .14
.Unassigned uncovered spaces 38 38

Northern Area Subtotal — 105

Southern Project Area (80 units) '

Underground parking garages (3)

Assigned spaces 92 92
Unassigned spaces 46 46

Surface parking spaces ,

" Enclosed two-car garages 2 4
Enclosed one-car garages 2 2
.Assigned uncovered spaces 2 2
Unassigned uncovered spaces 3 3

Southern Area Subtotal — 149

Housing Project Subtotal 254
Villa Riviera Parking 11 11
TOTAL PARKING SPACES PROVIDED — 265
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According to the City of Santa Barbara’s Zoning Ordinance, the parking rate for condominium use is
1.5 spaces per dwelling unit (one-bedroom unit), 2.0 spaces per dwelling unit (two-bedroom unit),
and 1 guest space per four dwelling units. The proposed project includes the construction of 10 one-
bedroom dwelling units and 105 two-bedroom dwelling units, for a total of 115 dwelling units. Based
on the City’s parking rates, approximately 15 parking spaces are required for the one-bedroom units,
210 parking spaces are required for the two-bedroom-units, and 29 parking spaces are required for
guests, for a total requirement of 254 parking spaces. With the addition of the 11 parking spaces
required for the Villa Riviera site, the total requirement for the proposed project is 265 parking
spaces. The project is proposing to provide 265 parking spaces and therefore would meet the City’s
Municipal Code parking requirement.

Parking Demand.Impact Analysis

Parking demand estimates were developed for the project based on parking supply requirements for
condominiums in cities with similar characteristics to the City of Santa Barbara. The comparison
cities were chosen for their commitment to alternative transportation and pedestrian-oriented
development. The cities that were analyzed are Laguna Beach, Santa Cruz, San Luis Obispo, and
Santa Monica. Table P provides the parking requirements for condominium uses at these cities.

Table P: Parking Requnirements from Similar Cities

Proposed Project Parking

‘Parking Requirement Required Based on Similar
~ (Condomininm) __Parking Requirement
City of Laguna Beach 1.5 spaces per unit (one bedroom); | 265 parking spaces '

2.0 spaces per unit (two bedroom);
lus one guest space per 4 units

City of Santa Cruz 1.0 space per unit (one bedroom); 231 parking spaces
2.0 spaces per units (two or more
bedrooms)

City of San Luis Obispo 1.5 spaces per unit (one bedroom); . | 259 parking spaces
2.0 spaces per unit (two bedroom);
plus one guest space per 5 units

City of Santa Monica 2 spaces per unit (one bedroom or | 264 parking spaces
’ more); plus one guest spaces per S
units

As shown in the table above, parking requirements for three of the cities were similar to the City of
Santa Barbara requirement. However, the parking rate for the City of Santa Cruz is low compared to
the other cities. The City of Santa Cruz parking requirement is less than the other three cities based on
the various alternative modes of transportation provided and their level of use. The City of Santa Cruz
provides bus service around town, as well as to the University of California, and provides an
aggressive bicycle mfrastmcture system and program.
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As discussed earlier, only one MTD bus route serves the area adjacent to the project site.
Furthermore, the bus service will not provide service directly to Cottage Hospital, as this project is
intended to serve. In addition, there are no striped bicycle facilities located within the project area.
Most bicycle routes are unsigned and unpainted, which may not promote safe bicycle circulation, and
the area topography may discourage some potential bicycle riders and pedestrians. Future bicycle and
bus routes within the project site may encourage the use of bicycles and buses for alternate modes of
transportation.

Based on the parking requirements for all four cities, the City of Santa Barbara parking ordinance is
consistent with three of the four similar cities. The parking requirement for the City of Santa Cruz
may not accurately represent the proposed project area due to the lack of alternate modes of
transportation near the proposed project. Therefore, it is not recommended that the parking
requirement be reduced. The number of spaces on-site can accommodate the demand for the proposed
project and should not require the use of on-street parking.

Bicycle Parking Analysis

The City does not have a bicycle parking standard for residential uses. However, the City
recommends one bicycle parking space per dwelling unit for residential developments. Each bicycle
parking space should be enclosed and secure (i.e., not shared with other storage). Units that provide
an enclosed garage would meet the bicycle parking recommendation. However, a bicycle parking
space should be provided for all units that do not have an enclosed garage. Based on the project site
plan, 33 units do not have an enclosed garage; therefore, 33 bicycle parking spaces should be
provided. The project proposes to provide approximately 12 bicycle parking spaces. This is a deficit
of approximately 21 bicycle parking spaces, resulting in insufficient bicycle parking capacity on site.
The proposed project shall provide an additional 21 bicycle parking spaces to offset the project’s
bicycle parking impact on site.

CONSTRUCTION TRAFFIC AND PARKING IMPACTS

The proposed project includes the demolition of approximately 180,000 square feet of the vacant
Saint Francis Hospital building located on the block bounded by Micheltorena Street, Arrellaga
Street, California Street, and Salsipuedes Street. Demolition and reconstruction would be
implemented in a series of phases over an approximate 67-week period. As proposed, construction
would be limited to the hours of 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Monday through Friday.

Proposed construction-related activities have been identified for four separate project areas, and the
project development activities in each area would be conducted in four overlapping phases. Each
development area would be managed as a “project within a project.” A description of the demolition,
grading, and construction operations that have been proposed for each development area on site are
provided below. Figure 16 depicts the location of each proposed development area.
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Development Area 1

Development Area 1 would consist of the northern portion of the project site and would include all of
the area north of the proposed east-west retaining wall that would extend across the center of the
project site. The existing parking lot located at the end of Arrellaga Street in the northwest corner of
the project site is also located in Development Area 1. Access to Area 1 would be provided from an
existing driveway at the end of Arrellaga Street and a new driveway along California Street.

Demolition activities in Area 1 would occur over a period of approximately nine weeks and would
result in the removal of the Convent Building, the northeast portion of the main hospital building, the
storage building located in the northwest corner of the project site, the generator building, and the
large parking lot located north of and adjacent to the Main Hospital Building. The single-family
‘dwelling and duplex unit located in the northeast comner of the project site are also located in Area 1,
but would not be demolished until the end of demolition activities planned for Development Area 4.

Construction activities in Development Area 1 would occur over a period of approximately 37 weeks
and would result in the construction of the east-west retaining wall and 35 residential units. The
parking lot located north of Arrellaga Street would be used to temporarily locate construction office
trailers, while maintaining accessto the 11 parking spaces required by the Villa Riviera. A
construction equipment and material staging area would be provided in an area west of the parking lot
that is to be retained and south of and adjacent to Arrellaga Street.

Development Area 2

Development Area 2 would be located in the eastern corner of the project site, bounded by Arrellaga
Street to the north and Salsipuedes Street to the west. The Engineering/Maintenance Building and the
western portion of the Main Hospital Building are located in Development Area 2 and would be
demolished during this project phase. 1t is anticipated that demolition activities would take
approximately 11 weeks to complete. Construction activities in Development Area 2 would occur
over a period of approximately 19 weeks and would result in the development of the 18 residential
units and underground parking garage. Eleven of the proposed residential units would be located
above the parking garage (Garage No. 3). A construction equipment and material staging area would
be provided in the southern portion of Area 2.

Development Area 3

Development Area 3 would be located in the southernwest portion of the project site, bounded by
Salsipuedes Street to the west and Micheltorena Street to the south. Access to Development Area 3
would be provided along the proposed on-site driveway that would connect to Salsipuedes Street.
Demolition activities in Development Area 3 would occur over a period of approximately 11 weeks.
Structures that would be removed include the south wing of the main hospital building and the
parking facilities located to the south of the hospital building,

Construction activities in Development Area 3 would occur over a period of approximately 25 weeks
and would result in the development of 20 residential units and underground parking garage (Garage
No. 1). Fourteen of the proposed residential units would be located above the parking garage. A
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construction equipment and material staging area would be provided in the southern portion of
Area 3.

Development Area 4

Development Area 4 would be the largest on-site development area and would be bounded by the
east-west retaining wall to the north and California Street to the east. Access to this area would be
provided by a gate located near the intersection of California Street and Micheltorena Street.

Portions of the Main Hospital Building would have been removed during the development of Areas 1,
2, and 3; however, the majority of the building would be demolished during this project phase. It is
anticipated that demolition activities in Development Area 4 would take approximately 21 weeks to
complete. Construction activities in Development Area 4 would occur over a period of approximately
39 weeks and would result in the construction of 42 residential units and an underground parking
garage (Garage No. 2). Twenty-five of the proposed residential units would be located above the
parking garage. A construction equipment and material staging area would be provided in the western
portion of Area 4.

Construction-Related Trip Generation

The number of project-related construction trips was estimated by assuming one car per construction
worker inbound during the a.m. peak hour and outbound during the p.m. peak hour. Truck trips are
based upon truck trip estimates provided by RiderHuntLevett & Baily. The total construction-related
trips are shown for each Development Area in Table Q.

Table Q: Construction Trip Generation by Development Area

Worker Trips Truck Trips’'
AM PM AM? PM* Daily®

Development Area 1 75 75 7 7 66
Development Area 2 65 65 4 4 42
Development Area 3 65 65 4 4 40
Development Area 4 100 100 8 8 76
Total Construction Trips

Over the 67-Week Project 305 305 23 23 224
Development Period

Source: RiderHuntLevett & Baily (2004).

Peak-hour truck trips represent 10 percent of the daily truck trips.
ADT. of construction-related trucks were estimated by dividing the total number of truck trips by the
estimated duration (number of workdays) of the specific development activity.

The inbound and outbound peak hour traffic from construction workers traveling to/from the project
site would generate roughly the same volume of peak hour traffic as the former hospital operation. As
demonstrated in the level of service analysis, all study area intersections operate with satisfactory
levels of service in the existing plus hospital scenario. Furthermore, construction workers would only
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park on-site while space is available for worker parking. Once construction activities replace the
available parking, construction workers would be shuttled from off-site parking areas, reducing the
peak hour construction traffic generation immediately adjacent to the site.

Disposition of Demolition Material

1t is anticipated that asphalt and concrete from the demolished buildings and parking lots would be
hauled to an off-site recycling facility. It is also anticipated that on-site equipment and other building
materials would be salvaged for reuse or recycling. These materials may include items such as
roofing tiles, exterior light fixtures, doors, elevators, landscaping, stone from retaining walls that are
to be demolished, metal railings, medical equipment, mechanical plant and related equ1pment and
metal recovered from electrical cable, conduit, ducts, and plumbing.

Trucks traveling to and from proposed Development Areas 1, 2, and 3 would generally have equal
access opportunities via Micheltorena Street and Arrellaga Street. Truck access to and from
Development Area 4 would primarily occur via Micheltorena Street. Over the course of the 67-week
construction period, it is estimated that approximately 30 percent of construction-related truck traffic
would use Arrellaga Street, while approximately 70 percent would use Micheltorena Street. It was

~ also assumed that all construction traffic would travel on Garden Street to and from U.S. 101 or the.
Marborg Construction and Demolition Recycling Facility on Quarantina Street. Based on a daily
average of approximately S0 truck trips , approximately 15 daily truck trips would access Arrellaga-
Street, 35 daily truck trips would access Micheltorena Street, and 50 daily truck trips would access
Garden Street. This is approximately five truck trips per hour during the construction hours. During
the peak hour, approximately five peak-hour truck trips (approximately one truck trip per 12 minutes
during the peak hour) would be traveling through the study area intersections.

Based on the number of construction trips added to the surrounding circulation system, the proposed
project would not add a significant number. of truck trips to the study area intersections or roadways.
The capacity of the roadways would not be adversely affected by the number of truck trips on the
designated hauling route. Therefore, construction-related traffic and circulation impacts would be less
than significant, and no mitigation measures are required.

PROJECT ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS

Four project alternatives have been developed for the project site. To understand the potential for
additional or reduced traffic impacts with each project alternative, a trip generation analysis was
prepared. The trip generation of each project alternative is compared to the project trip generation to
determine the difference in vehicle trips between the proposed project and each project alternative.
The project alternatives are described below:

No Project Alternative

In this alternative the existing Saint Francis Medical Center Complex would remain predominately
vacant, however, hospital-related uses could be reestablished in the existing buildings. Although it is
unlikely that full operation of the Saint Francis Medical Center would occur under this alternative, the
full trip generation potential of the hospital has been assumed for the No Project Alternative.
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Use Only Existing On-Site Buildings to Develop New Residences Alternative

This alternative would redevelop the existing Main Hospital and Convent buildings to provide new
housing units. Under this alternative 89 dwelling units could be provided. To maintain consistency
with the project traffic analysis, trip rates for single family dwelling units have been used to develop
the trip generation for this alternative.

Project Redesign: Reduced Number of Units Alternative

This alternative would include a reduced density project with 89 dwelling units. Because the number
of units is the same as the “Use Only Existing On-Site Buildings to Develop New Residences
Alternative,” the trip generation would be the same as the previously described alternative.

~ Alternative Use: Mixed-Use Development Alternative

This alternative would develop the 5.94-acre project site into 77,000 square feet of professional office
-space and 77 dwelling units.

To compare the trip generating characteristics of each land use alternative, vehicle trips for each
alternative were calculated using trip rates from the Institute of Transportation Engineers, 7rip
Generation, 7th Edition. The trip generation for each alternative is shown in Table R.

As shown in Table R, the No Project and Alternative Use/Mixed Use Alternatives result in a higher
a.m. peak hour inbound and p.m. peak hour outbound trip generation than the proposed project. This
is due to the fact that the project would develop residential uses (which predominately generate
outbound trips in the morning and inbound trips in the evening), and the No Project and Alternative
Use/Mixed Use Alternatives would develop hospital or office-uses (which predominately generate
inbound trips in the morning and outbound trips in the evening). Implementation of either of these
two alternatives would result in a shift in the directionality of traffic that is experienced in the
neighborhood when compared to the proposed project. With the No Project Alternative, the overall
trip generation is roughly the same, however the Alternative Use/Mixed Use Alternative would
generate an additional 484 daily, 91 a.m. peak hour and 75 p.m. peak hour project trips, a significant
increase from the proposed project.

Implementation of either the Use Existing On-Site Buildings or Project Redesign Alternatives would
result in less trip generation than the proposed project. Both of these alternatives would develop 89
dwelling units, while the project would consist of 115 dwelling units. As a result, overall traffic from .
either alternative would be less than that experienced with the proposed project.

RECOMMENDED IMPROVEMENTS/MITIGATION MEASURES

Based on the City of Santa Barbara significant impact thresholds, no significant traffic/circulation
impacts were identified as a result of implementation of the proposed project with the exception of
Mission Street/Bath Street (a.m. peak hour). The proposed project will add measurable traffic to this
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Table R: Trip Generation Comparison of Project Alternatives

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Land Use Size | Unit | ADT In Out | Total | In Out | Total
Trip Rates ,
Hospital’ ) Beds | 11.81 [0.79 [ 034 [1.13 [047 [0.83 | 1.30
Convent’ Beds [2.15 |- |- 0.06 | - - 0.17
Single-family houg'ggf DU 9.57 |0.19 1056 |0.75 | 0.64 ]1037 |1.01
Professional office TSF [ 11.01 | 1.36 {0.19 {1.55 | 025 | 124 | 1.49
Project Trip Generation’ 1,101 (22" |65 |8 |73 [43 116
Trip Generation
No Project Alternative ‘
Hospital -85 Beds | 1,004 | 67 29 96 40 71 111
Convent 9 Beds | 19 1 0 1 1 1 2
Total Trip Generation 1,023 | 68 29 97 41 72 113
Increase/Decrease from Project -78. +46 | -36 |(+10 |-32 |+29 | -3
Use Existing On-Site Buildings & Project Redesign Alternatives
89 dwelling units 89 DU 852 |17 50 67 57 33 .| 90
Increase/Decrease from Project -249 1 -5 15 |-20 |-16 |-10 |-26
Alternative Use/Mixed-Use Alternative :
Professional office 77 TSF | 848 105 [ 15 120 19 95 114
77 dwelling units 77 DU 737 15 43 58 49 28 77
Total Trip Generation [ 1,585 | 120 | 58 178 68 | 123 191
Increase/Decrease from Project +484 | 198 | -7 +91 | -5 +80 | +75

DU = Dwelling Units
TSF = Thousand Square Feet
1

ATE, Revised Traffic, Circulation and Parking Study for the Santa Barbara Cottage Hospital Workforce Housing

Project, May 6, 2004.
2

Housing.
3

4 TableE

Institute of Transportation Engineers, Trip Generation, 7th Edition. Land Use Code 210 ~ Single Family Detached

Institute of Transportation Engineers, Trip Generation, 7th Edition. Land Use Code 710 — General Office Building

P:ARZC430\Traffic Impact Analysis Revised 2.doc «05/24/05»

35




LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS
MAY 2005 SANTA BARBARA COTTAGE HOSPITAL FOUNDATION WORKFORCE HOUSING
SANTA BARBARA, CALIFORNIA

intersection in the cumulative horizon. As a result, the proposed project will create a significant
unavoidable impact at this intersection. The following conclusions and recommendations have been
made to minimize any potential impacts the City did not address.

Intersections

Based on the results of the traffic impact analysis, the proposed project would not exceed the City’s
performance criteria at the study area intersections in the existing (with Saint Francis in operation)
conditions. However, the proposed project will exceed the City’s performance criteria at three study
area intersections in the cumulative (2015) horizon. In addition, the analysis of the existing land uses
(assuming Saint Francis as unoccupled) concluded that the proposed project would not exceed the
City’s performance criteria at the study area intersections in the existing conditions. However, the
same three intersections impacted above are forecast to operate at unacceptable levels of service in
the cumulative (2015) horizon.

The implementation of the Employee Shuttle Program has the potential to provide shuttle service to
approximately 25 percent of the residents of Cottage Workforce Housing. The reduction in trip
generation would decrease the project traffic at the impacted intersections to less than significant,
with the exception of Mission Street/Bath Street. Therefore, it is recommended that the project
applicant shall implement the Employee Shuttle Program to offset the project’s impact at the
impacted intersections in the cumulative horizon. .

Pedestrian Access

To mitigate a potentially significant barrier to pedestrian travel between the northern and southern
portions of the site, one additional pedestrian access should be provided on the east-west retaining
wall. Additionally, both pedestrian access locations should be designed to meet ADA standards.

Parking

Tandem parking spaces are planned to be provided at Garage No. 3 of the proposed project. To
minimize the potential for significant access impacts in the parking garage, tandem spaces should be
assigned to be the same residential unit.

The proposed project should provide approximately 115 bicycle parking spaces on site. Based on the
project site plan, the project proposes to provide approximately 94 bicycle parking spaces. This is a
deficit of approximately 21 bicycle parking spaces, resulting in insufficient parking capacity on site.
Therefore, the proposed project shall provide an additional 21 bicycle parking spaces to offset the
project’s parking impact on site.

Transit Service

The project includes the implementation of a shuttle bus/vanpool program. The shuttle service would
be used to transport employees to and from SBCH and other Cottage Health System work sites.
However, no transit service to the site exists for spouses of Cottage Health System employees or other
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residents of the market rate units. MTD staff has indicated that future service couldbe possible if
improvements were made to Salsipuedes Street and provisions were made for a bus bench and trash
receptacle on both sides of the street. In addition to the employee shuttle, the project applicant should
work with MTD to investigate the possibility for MTD transit service to the site.
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APPENDIX A

EXISTING TRAFFIC COUNTS
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Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET:  Pueblo St DATE: 12/14/2004 LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara
E-W STREET: Chapala Av DAY: TUESDAY PROJECT# 04-7010-001
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0. 0
- 6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM
7:00 AM 13 1 3 4 4 25 2 52
7:15 AM 11 2 7 4 4 21 1 50
7:30 AM 13 2 3 4 6 34 0 62
7:45 AM 21 0 12 2 1 21 0 57
8:00 AM 12 0 7 2 5 25 1 52
8:15 AM 12 1 7 6 7 23 1 57
8:30 AM 11 1 13 1 7 30 4 67
8:45 AM 12 0 20 4 7 29 3 75
9:00 AM :
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL  WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 105 7 0 -0 72 27 0 0 0 41 208 12 472
AM Peak Hr Begins at: 800 AM
PEAK .
VOLUMES = | 47 2 0 13 47 #REF!l O 0 0 26 107 9 #REF!
i3
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.942 0.625 ' 0.000 0.866 0.837

CONTROL: 3-Way Stop




Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southiand Car Counters

N-S STREET: Pueblo St DATE: 12/14/2004 LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara
E-W STREET: Chapala Av DAY: TUESDAY PROJECT#  04-7010-001
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND "WESTBOUND
NN NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR  TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 '
1:00 PM
1:15 PM
1:30 PM
1:45 PM
2:00 PM '
2:15 PM '
2:30 PM
2:45 PM
3:00 PM
3:15PM
3:30 PM
3:45 PM
4:00 PM 2 20 23 11 2 .80 1 139
4:15 PM 2 10 17 4 7 54 .3 97
4:30 PM 1 5 18 5 8 47 2 86
4:45 PM 1 9 7 8 7 48 3 83
5:00 PM 0 4 14 5 10 48 2 83
5:15 PM 0 6 9 4 12 50 0 81 ..
5:30 PM 0 10 8 3 4 32 2 59
5:45 PM 0 11 11 4 6 25 4 61
6:00 PM
6:15 PM
6:30 PM
6:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NR ] SL ST SR EL ET ER | WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 6 75 0 0 107 44 0 0 0 56 384 17 689
PM Peak Hr Begins at: 400 PM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 6 44 0 28 65 #REF!| © 0 0 24 229 9 #REF!
FA'S :
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.568 0.684 0.000 0.789 0.728

CONTROL: 3-Way Stop



Intersection Turning Movement
. Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: De La Vina St. DATE: 12/14/2004 LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara
E-W STREET: Pueblo St DAY; TUESDAY PROJECT#  04-7010-002
NORTHBOUND  SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND "WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES:
6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM .
7:00 AM 1 11 7 4 1 47 12 83
7:15 AM 3 13 8 4 2 64 6 100
7:30 AM 2 11 4 5 4 81 10 117
7:45 AM 4 9 15 7 4 127 3 169
8:00 AM 6 16 12 11 5 104 17 171
8:15 AM 3 14 6 17 6 134 6 186
8:30 AM 4 11 ' 17 14 4 111 8 169
8:45 AM 2 14 18 14 14 154 5 221
9:00 AM
9:15 AM
-9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 5 99 0 0 87 76 0 0 0 40 822 67 1216 -
AM Peak Hr Begins at: 800 AM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 15 55 0 0 53 56 0 0 0 29 503 - 36 747
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.795 0.852 0.000 0.821 0.845

CONTROL: 3 Way Stop




......

Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: De La Vina St. DATE: 12/14/2004 LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara
E-W STREET: Pueblo St DAY: TUESDAY PROJECT # 04-7010-002
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND " EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
) NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR . TOTAL
LANES:
1:00 PM
1:15PM
1:30 PM
1:45 PM
2:00 PM
2:15 PM
2:30 PM
2:45 PM
3:00 PM
3:15PM
3:30 PM
-3:45 PM
4:00 PM 5 17 13 18 12 169 2 236
4:15 PM 0 12 16 12 12 176 1 229
4:30 PM 4 7 17 18 9 171 2 228 |
4:45 PM 0 6 13 15 11 169 3 217
5:00 PM 0 4 14 16 8 162 4 208
5:15 PM 2 8 11 11 7 152 6 197 ..
5:30 PM 1 5 12 12 9 166 2 207
5:45 PM 1 4 17 10 5 160 2 199
6:00 PM :
6:15 PM
6:30 PM
6:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
VOLUMES = 13 63 0 0 113 112 -0 0 0 73 1325 22 1721
PM Peak Hr Begins at: 400 PM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 9 42 0 0 59 63 0 0 0 44 685 8 910
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.580 0.871 0.000 0.975 0.964

CONTROL: 3 Way Stop




Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET:  Pedregosa St DATE: 12/8/2004 LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara
E-W STREET: Olive Av DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT# 04-7010-004_1
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND - WESTBOUND
NN NT NR SL ST SR E ET ER WL WR WR TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
6:00 AM - '
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM
7:00 AM 2. 7 4 3 9 2 10 18 1 5 7 12 80
7:15 AM 8 11 1 2 13 6 24 19 0 3 15 15 117
7:30 AM 7 9 3 8 24 3 36 13 4 2 10 40 159
7:45 AM 3 8 0 2 19 0 25 12 1 2 5 30 107
8:00 AM 1 15 2 2 18 0 17 15 4 4 2 29 109
8:15 AM 3 13 2 2 17 2 14 13 2 4 3 20 95
8:30 AM 4 12 4 1 17 0 11 11 0 4 1 10 . 75
, 8:45 AM 3 9 8 2 13 2 10 13 1 4 4 11 80
9:00 AM
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15 AM .
11:30 AM ’
2 3 8 8 3 3 5 8 K s 2 3
g " " 3 " " : . . 3 . 3
: g g ¢ g g g g g g o g v
.11:45 AM 2 2 2 & 3 g Ef 8 5 5 ] 5
TOTAL NL NT NR 7 SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WR WR TOTAL
VOLUMES = 31 84 24 22 130 15 147 114 13 28 47 - 167 822
AM Peak Hr Beginsat: 715 AM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 19 413 6 14 74 9 102 59 9 - 11 32 114 492
PEAK HR. '
FACTOR: 0.850 0.693 0.802 0.755 0.774
CONTROL: 5-Way Stop




Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters -

N-S STREET: Pedregosa St DATE: 12/8/2004 LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara
E-W STREET: Qlive Av DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT# 04-7010-004 1
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND - WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WR WR TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
1:00 PM
1:15PM
1:30 PM
1:45 PM
2:00 PM
2:15PM
2:30 PM
2:45 PM
3:00 PM
3:15PM
3:30PM
3:45PM
4:00 PM 3 2 4 0 14 0 17 22 0 5 8 17 112
4:15PM 6 16 6 2 9 0 12 14 0 1 5 21 92
4:30 PM 2 18 5 3 16 1 16 27 5 1 1 18 113
4:45 PM 5 19 4 2 11 1 11 23 4 2 9 22 113
5:00 PM 6 23 6 4 16 1 18 25 5 4 8 29 140
5:15PM 5 22 5 3 14 0 16 18 4 3 9 23 122
5:30PM 4 22 3 2 12 1 17 16 2 4 0 22 105
5:45 PM 2 14 2 2 13 0 1 18 2 4 7 16 81
6:00 PM
6:15 PM
6:30 PM
2 3 s g 3 g s 8 g 3 ¥ 2
2 A ' " ‘ . ] L] . 5
g g g g g ¥ £ g g » g M
6:45 PM 3 3 2 3 2 2 g g g 5 g 5
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
VOLUMES = 33 156 35 18 105 4 108 163 22 24 47 163 878
PM Peak Hr Begins at: 430 PM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 18 82 20 12 57 3 61 93 18 10 27 87 488
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.857 0.857 0.89 0.861 0.871

CONTROL: 5-Way Stop




N-S STREET: Pedregosa St

E-W STREET: -.Laguna St/Olive

,,,,,

Intersection Turning Movement

Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

DATE: 12/14/2004

DAY: TUESDAY

LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara

PROJECT# 04-7010-004_2

NORTHBOUND

SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
WL WT WR WL SL EL NR  WR TOTAL.
LANES: 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 .
6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM : :
7:00 AM 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 1 7
7:15 AM 6 4 2 0 2 2 0 1 17
7:30 AM 8 2 7 1 3 3 0 0 24
7:45 AM 6 8 2 0 4 4 0 1 25
8:00 AM 3 9 1 1 2 2 1 0 19
8:15 AM 2 5 2 0 2 2 0 0 13
8:30 AM 5 2 2 0 2 2 0 0 13
8:45 AM 2 2 1 0 2 0 0 0 7
9:00 AM
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
1:4sAaM 2 B £ 8 3 B 3 %
TOTAL WL WT WR WL SL EL NR  WR TOTAL
VOLUMES = 34 34 19 2 17 15 1 3 125
AM Peak Hr Begins at: 715 AM
PEAK .
VOLUMES = 23 23 12 2 11 11 1 2 85
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.853 0.750 0.750 0.850
CONTROL: 5-Way Stop




Intersection Turning Movement

Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: Pedregosa St

E-W STREET: Laguna St/Olive

DAY: TUESDAY

DATE: 12/14/2004

LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara

PROJECT# 04-7010-004_2

CONTROL.:: 5-Way Stop

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
WL WT WR WL SL EL NR WR TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0] :
3:15PM
3:30 PM
3:45 PM
4:00 PM 2 5 2 0 0 2 0 0 11
4:15 PM 1 9 1 1 1 3 1 1 18
4:30 PM 4 5 4 1 1 4 1 0 20
4:45 PM 0 10 5 5 0 6 0. 0 26
5:00 PM 7 11 6 6 0 6 3 0 39
5:15PM 4 8 5 4 1 5 1 1 29
5:30 PM 2 6 7 3 1 4 3 0 26
5:45 PM 2 11 1 2 0 3 0 0 19
6:00 PM
6:15 PM
6:30 PM
E g o h [}
g 2 o g g & s 2
g 5 3 ¢ 5 2 B 5
64spM 2 & £ & 3 & 3 %
TOTAL WL WT WR WL SL EL NR WR TOTAL
VOLUMES = 22 65 3 22 4 33 9 2 188
PM Peak Hr Begins at: 445 PM
PEAK .
- VOLUMES = 13 35 23 18 2 21 7 1 120
PEAK HR.
FACTOR:" 0.740 0.854 0.667 | 0.769




Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: ‘Southland Car Counters

’

N-S STREET: Arellaga St . DATE: 12/8/2004 LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara
E-W STREET: Garden St ' DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT#  04-7010-005
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL -WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 -
6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM )
7:00 AM 0 2 1 0 4 0 0 35 0 2 28 0 72
7:15 AM 2 4 4 4 6 2 0 37 1 7 28 0 95
7:30 AM 1 3 4 4 10 1 2 48 0 7 50 0 130
7:45 AM 2 8 8 6 18 4 4 106 5 9 71 4 245
8:00 AM 1 3 5 0 10 0 7 184 5 12 66 0 293
8:15 AM 1 4 "3 0 6 0 2 a1 3 8 66 1 185
8:30 AM 0 6 5 1 3 2 1 60 0 5 39 0 122
8:45 AM 0 10 7 3 5 1 0 57 6 3 49 1 142
9:00 AM
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER | WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 7 40 37 18 62 10 16 618 20 53 397 6 1284
AM Peak Hr Begins at: 730 AM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 5. 18 20 | 10 44 5 15 429 13 36 253 5 853
PEAK HR. .
FACTOR: " 0.597 0.527 0.583 0.875 - 0.728

CONTROL: 2-Way Stop N & SB




Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: Arellaga St

DATE: 12/8/2004

¢¢¢¢¢

LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara

E-W STREET: Garden St DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT#  04-7010-005

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 '
1:00 PM
1:15 PM
1:30 PM
1:45 PM
2:00 PM
2:15PM
2:30 PM
2:45 PM
3:00 PM
3:15PM
3:30 PM
3:45 PM
4:00 PM 2 10 13 1 9 3 1 80 1 5 62 3 190
4:15 PM 1 4 7 3 15 2 3 81 1 6 69 3 195
4:30 PM 2 6 12 5 20 4 1 70 3 3 52 4 182
4:45 PM 3 10 4 1 7 3 2 75 0 5 72 3 185
5:00 PM 4 11 8 0 3 1 1 64 3 2 97 1 195
5:15 PM 0 3 5 2 3 4 1 80 3 2 86 2 191 .
5:30 PM 0 7 4 0 4 0 1 78 1 5 81 2 183
5:45 PM 0 3 2 0 2 1 1 77 3 7 57 1 154
6:00 PM ‘
6:15 PM
6:30 PM
6:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NR | SL ST SR EL ET ER | WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 12 54 55 12 63 18 11 605 15 35 576 19 1475

PM Peak Hr Begins at: 415 PM

PEAK .
VOLUMES =- | 10 31 31 9 45 10 7 290 7 16 290 11 757
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.783 0.552 -0.894 0.793 0.971
CONTROL: 2-Way Stop N & SB




Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: Arellaga St DATE: 12/8/2004 LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara
E-W STREET: Laguna St DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT#  04-7010-006
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND - EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR  TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM :
7:00 AM 1 0 0 1 3 0 0. 4 0 1 6 0 16
7:15 AM 1 1 0 0 7 0 1 7 0 1 3 0 21
7:30 AM 0 4 0 0 10 0 1 12 1 6 11 1 46
7:45 AM 1 0 1 2 11 0 0 18 4 2 12 5 56
8:00 AM 0 0 0 0 6 1 0 13 1 6 - 11 1 39
8:15 AM 0 1 2 0 4 2 1 13 0 2 1 0 26
8:30 AM 0 4 1 2 5 2 0 10 1 3 9 3 40
8:45 AM 1 5 0 1 5 0 0 1 3 0 3 5 34
9:00 AM
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15 AM
© 11:30 AM
11:45 AM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 4 15 4 6 51 5 3 88 10 21 56 15 278
AM Peak Hr Begins at: 730 AM
PEAK . .
VOLUMES = i - 5 3 2 31 3 2 56 6 16 35 7 167
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.563 0.692 0727 - . 0.763 © 0.746

CONTROL: 2-Way Stop N & SB



Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters -

N-S STREET: Arellaga St DATE: 12/8/2004 LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara
E-W STREET: Laguna St DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT# 04-7010-006
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND ~WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 -1 0 '
1:00 PM
1:15 PM
1:30 PM
1:45 PM
2:00 PM
2:15 PM
2:30 PM
2:45PM
3:00 PM
3:15S PM
3:30 PM
3:45 PM .
4:00 PM 1 11 0 1 9 2 0 14 0 3 14 0 55
4:15 PM 1 5 2 1 16 1 0 15 0 0 7 1 49
4:30 PM 2 6 2 3 6 0 0 18 2 0 8 1 48
4:45 PM 1 5 0 1 10 0 1 26 2 5 10 1 62
5:00 PM 0 8 1 1 6 2 1 18 0 0 20 4 61
5:15PM 1’ 4 0 0 7 0 1 16 1 0 11 2 43 |
5:30 PM 1 4 2 1 5 0 1 19 1 2 8 2 46
5:45 PM 0 0 0 0 3 0 1 12 1 0 3 2 22
6:00 PM
6:15 PM
6:30 PM
6:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
VOLUMES = 7 43 7 8 62 5 5 138 7 10 81 13 386
'PM Peak Hr Begins at: 415 PM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 4 24 5 6 ~ 38 3 2 77 4 5 45 7 220
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.825 0.653 0.716 0.594 0.887

CONTROL: 2-Way Stop N & SB




Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: Areilaga St DATE: 12/8/2004 LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara
E-W STREET: Olive St DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT#  04-7010-007
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND- WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM
7:00 AM 0 1 0 4 4 3 2 20 0 5 14 0 53
7:15 AM 1 0 1 1 2 3 1 15 1 4 15 1 45
7:30 AM 2 1 2 2 6 3 2 43 0 1 43 0 105
7:45 AM 2 5 3 0 8 8 6 83 1 4 84 2 206
8:00 AM 0 8 3 4 3 6 2 48 1 2 47 5 129
8:15 AM 1 6 1 4 6 4 6 28 0 3 34 5 98
8:30 AM 1 1 0 1 1 3 5 24 2 1 4 3 46
8:45 AM 0 6 6 2 1 2 4 28 0 1 15 1 66
9:00 AM :
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 7 28 16 18 31 32 28 289 5 21 256 17 748
AM Peak Hr Begins at: 730 AM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 5 20 9 10 23 21 16 202 2 10 208 12 | 538
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.773 0.844 0.611 0.639 0.653

CONTROL: 2-Way Stop N & SB



Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: Arellaga St DATE: 12/8/2004 LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara
E-W STREET: Olive St DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT#  04-7010-007
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL

LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 '
1:00 PM

1:15 PM

1:30 PM

1:45 PM

2:00 PM

2:15 PM

2:30 PM

2:45 PM .

3:00 PM

3:15 PM

3:30 PM

3:45 PM

4:00 PM 0 4 3 1 1 1 1 25 0 5 37 3 81
4:15 PM 0 4 4 3 7 5 3 24 1 2 42 2 97
4:30 PM 0 10 2 3 5 4 4 33 1 6 40 1 109
4:45 PM 0 4 4 7 7 6 1 29 1 4 37 4 104
5:00 PM 1 6 2 0 6 6 1 40 0 5 40 4 111
5:15 PM 1 6 1 5 2 6 10 25 0 4 48 6 114 ..
5:30 PM 0 5 0 2 5 5 3 14 1 2 26 3 66
5:45 PM 4 3 3 1 2 0 5 43 2 3 50 7 123
6:00 PM

6:15 PM

6:30 PM

6:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NR | SL ST SR EL ET ER | WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 6 42 19 22 35 33 28 233 6 31 320 30 805

PM Peak Hr Begins at: 430 PM

PEAK
VOLUMES = 2 26 9 15 20 22 16 127 2 19 165 15 438
PEAK HR.

FACTOR: 0.771 0.713 0.884 0.858 0.961

CONTROL:  2-Way Stop N & SB




Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: Micheltorena St DATE: 12/8/2004 LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara

E-W STREET: Salsipuedes St DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT#  04-7010-008

LANES:

NORTHBOUND

SOUTHBOUND

EL

0

ET
1

EASTBOUND

ER
0

WESTBOUND

WL

WT  WR

1

0

TOTAL

6:00 AM
" 6:15AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM
7:00 AM
7:15 AM
7:30 AM

7: 45 AM |

8:00 AM
8:15 AM
8:30 AM

8:45 AM

9:00 AM
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM

A DDUINHWOO

Wb NNO

WUINGOAR®

WU N AaRN

NWwWNNN

11
11
15

OCOHOHOOO

HOORLRFFROOO

N, OOOOOO

WNOHOOOO

NNV obhoo

UL WHROOQOO

~RhwowNvooo

12

24
39
74
58
48
45

TOTAL
VOLUMES =

AM Peak Hr Begins at:

PEAK .
VOLUMES =

PEAK HR.
FACTOR:

CONTROL:

NL
19

15

NT
33

24

0.761

NR

50

SL
44

800 AM

31

2-Way Stop E & WB

24

5T

58

44

0.784

0.458

WL
40

30

WI WR

11 37

10

0.694

35

TOTAL
306

225

| 0.760



N-S STREET: Micheltorena St

Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

" DATE: 12/8/2004

LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara

E-W STREET: Salsipuedes St DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT#  04-7010-008
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NI NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR  TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
1:00 PM
1:15 PM
1:30 PM
1:45 PM
2:00 PM
2:15 PM
2:30 PM
2:45 PM
3:00 PM
3:15 PM
3:30 PM
3:45 PM
4:00 PM 3 12 9 2 8 0 4 8 0 6 4 56
4:15 PM 4 4 8 5 4 0 3 4 2 0 2 36
4:30 PM 4 8 6 2 6 0 0 7 2 1 3 39
4:45 PM 1 11 8 3 6 0 4 2 4 0 2 41
5:00 PM 2 9 10 5 12 0 5 5 3 1 5 57
5:15 PM 0 13 7 2 5 0 3 3 10 0 8 51
5:30 PM 0 13 7 6 6 3 0 0 4 3 5 47
5:45 PM 1 11 8 4 5 1 1 4 1 1 9 46
6:00 PM
6:15 PM
6:30 PM
6:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NR | SL ST SR EL ET ER | w. WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 15 81 63 29 52 4 0 20 33 26 12 38 373
PM Peak Hr Begins at: 500 PM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 3 46 32 17 28 4 0 9 12 18 5 27 201
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.964 0.721 0.525 0.694 0.882
CONTROL:

2-Way Stop E & WB



Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: Sola St DATE: 12/8/2004 LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara
E-W STREET: Salsipuedes .St DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT#  04-7010-009
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR  TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM
7:00 AM 1 2 1 0 5 1 1 6 2 0 2 0 21
7:15 AM 0 1 0 0 5 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 7
7:30 AM 0 1 1 0 10 0 2 7 0 0 2 0 23
7:45 AM 0 7 1 2 12 4 17 7 0 1 4 0 55
8:00 AM 0 22 2 4 31 4 21 4 1 3 9 4 105
8:15 AM 0 4 2 0 16 11 3 6 0 1 16 0 59
8:30 AM 0 4 0 0 .5 0 0 4 0 1 1 0 15
8:45 AM 0 3 0 0 8 0 0 9 0 0 5 0 25
9:00 AM :
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM.
11:15 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
TOTAL - NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL 7
VOLUMES = 1 44 7 6 92 20 44 44 3 6 39 4 310
AM Peak Hr Begins at: 730 AM
PEAK .
VOLUMES = 0 34 6 6 69 19 43 24 1 5 31 4 242
PEAK HR." )
FACTOR: 0.417 0.603 0.654 0.588 0.576
CONTROL: Signalized; 2-Way Stop N & SB



Intersection Turning Movement

Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: Sola St

E-W STREET: Salsipuedes St

DATE: 12/8/2004

DAY: WEDNESDAY

LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara

PROJECT#

04-7010-009

NORTHBOUND

NL NT NR SL
LANES: -0 1 0 0

ST
1

SOUTHBOUND

SR
0

EASTBOUND

EL ET
0 1

ER
0

WL
0

WESTBOUND

WT WR

1

0

TOTAL

1:00 PM
1:15PM
1:30 PM
1:45 PM
2:00 PM
2:15PM
2:30 PM
2:45 PM
3:00 PM
3:15PM
3:30PM
3:45 PM
4:00 PM
4:15 PM
4:30 PM
4:45 PM
5:00 PM
5:15PM
5:30 PM
5:45 PM
6:00 PM
6:15 PM
6:30 PM
6:45 PM

O HOKKOO
00 WO NWN®BON
H OO K IO KO
COO0OOH OO M

b=t b=t
O\IO'\COO'\mwKD

=D UWDANE =

MhoOoUAOUW
NowlNbdNw

= NNWEKENWO

W N RN O -

Lo bhNUONN

QO K O KK+ OO

38
38
33
37
46
41
39
45

TOTAL
VOLUMES =

PM Peak Hr Begins at: 500 PM

PEAK :
VOLUMES = 2 33 2 0

PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.925

CONTROL: Signalized; 2-Way Stop N & SB

ST
67

31

1.000

SR .

21

13

EL ET
32 55

0.700

ER
14

WL
12

WT  WR

42

26

0.708

3

TOTAL
317

171

0.929




Intersection Turning Movement

Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: Anapamu St

DATE: 12/8/2004

LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara

E-W STREET: Laguna St DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT# 04-7010-010
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 o 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM
7:00 AM 2 38 5 0 42 2 2 3 2 0 4 1 101
7:15 AM 2 50 6 0 51 1 1 6 5 2 7 1 132
7:30 AM 0 79 4 0 71 5 4 11 3 1 9 0 187
7:45 AM 3 73 4 1 93 3 4 20 5 1 12 2 221
8:00 AM 5 40 1 1 82 2 3 30 4 2 8 2 180
8:15 AM 0 33 2 0 53 3 4 8 3 1 8 2 117
8:30 AM 6 42 4 3 69 9 2 22 4 2 14 1 178
8:45 AM 2 35 4 1 93 5 2 10 3 2 8 0 165
9:00 AM
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 20 390 30 6 554 30 1 22 110 29 11 70 9 1281
AM Peak Hr Begins at: 715 AM,
PEAK
VOLUMES = 10 242 15 2 297 11 12 67 17 6 36 5 720
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.804 0.799 0.649 0.783 0.814
CONTROL: 2-Way Stop E & WB



Intersection Turning Movement

Prepared by: Southland Car Counters -

N-S STREET: Anapamu St DATE: 12/8/2004 LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara
E-W STREET: . Laguna St DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT#  04-7010-010
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND - EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0o 0 1 0 '
1:00 PM
1:15 PM
1:30 PM
1:45 PM
2:00 PM '
2:15 PM ‘
2:30 PM
2:45 PM
3:00 PM
3:15PM
3:30 PM y
3:45 PM
4:00 PM 0 86 6 3 80 1 9 13 5 0 6 4 213
4:15 PM 2 106 1 3 68 3 7 12 7 2 11 2 224
4:30 PM 2 85 1 0 63 5 6 12 4 2 11 0 191
4:45 PM 8 79 4 0 85 3 6 9 8 3 17 0 222
5:00 PM 3 95 3 3 82 3 10 17 13 0 10 3 242
5:15PM 6 89 1 1 88 3 8 23 4 1 13 2 239
5:30 PM 4 90 2 2 66 7 7 11 4 1 11 0, 205
5:45 PM 1 85 1 2 62 1 8 9 1 1 6 3 180
6:00 PM
6:15 PM
6:30 PM
6:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 26 715 19 14 594 26 61 106 46 10 85 14 1716
PM Peak Hr Begins at: 445 PM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 21 353 10 6 321 16 31 60 29 5 51 5 908
PEAK HR.

FACTOR: ' 0.950 0.932 0.750 0.763 0.938

CONTROL:  2-Way Stop E & WB



Infersection Turning Movement

' N-S STREET: Mission St

Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

DATE: 3/24/2004

LOCATION: City.of Santa Barbara

© E-W STREET: Bath St DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT#  04-1172-017
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND ~ EASTBOUND ~ 'WESTBOUND
NL NT° N SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WI WR TOTAL
LANES: 0 2 : 2 0 1 1 .1 A 1
1:00 PM.
©1:15 PM
1:30 PM
1:45 PM
2:00 PM -
2:15PM
2:30 PM
2:45 PM
3:00 PM
3:15PM
3:30 PM
345PM . . : -
4:00PM 32 186 286 7 21 25 38 33 9 637
4:15PM 28 . 176 228 7 30 33 0 32 5 579
430PM 24 210 216 6 11 41 44 28 4 584
4:45 PM 28 228 216 9 21 43 62. 33 5 645
5:00 PM 26 189 282 13- 22 44 84 39 6 705
-5:15 PM 32 244 288 14 16 45 74 32 7 752
5:30 PM 40 211 232 15 11 43 62 35 8 657
5:45 PM 38 240 188 - 11 15 33 51 3 9 619
6:00 PM : .
6:15 PM
6:30 PM
6:45 PM
TOTAL I NL NT NRJ]SL ST SR|EL € ER [ WL WTr WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES= | 248 1684 0 0 193 8 | 147 0 307 | 455 266 53 |. 5178
PM Peak Hr Begins at: 445 PM
PEAK :
VOLUMES = | 126 872 0 0 1018 51 70 0 175 | 282 139 26 2759
PEAK HR. : . -
_ FACTOR: o 0.904 0.885 0.928 0.866 0.917

CONTROL: Signalized;



Intersection Turning Movement

N-S STREET: Mission St

E-W STREET: Bath St

Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

DATE: 3/24/2004

DAY: WEDNESDAY PROJECT# © 04-1172-017

LOCATION: City of Santa Barbara

EASTBOUND

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT N SL ST SR .EL ET ER WL WF WR
LANES: 0 2 2 0 1 1 1 1 1 TOTA
6:00 AM L
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
. 6145 AM. - : :
7:00 AM 12 105 75 3 4 7 31 15 4 256
7:15AM . .22 188 84 5 6 9 51 18 8 391
7:30 AM 20 207 222 13§ 12 S0 20 12 561
7:45AM 25 356 211 12 10 15 57 '35 . 10 731
8:00 AM 30 278 259 13 14 19 67 54 8 742
8:15 AM 38 198 187 18 10 23 51 . 35 12 - 572
8:30 AM 44 205 190 27 13 26 37 15 22 579°
. 8:45 AM 300 208 183 15 9 15 31 18 14 523
9:00 AM B S
"9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM .
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM .
TOTAL NL NI NR | SL ST SR | EL ET ER | WL WT WR ]| TOTAL |
VOLUMES= | 221 1745 0 0 1411 106 | 71 0 126|375 210 90 | 4355
AM Peak Hr Begins at: 745 AM
PEAK : , .
VOLUMES = | 137 1037 0 0 847 70 | 47 0 83 | 212 139 52 | 2624
PEAK HR. :
FACTOR; 0.770 . .0.843 0.833 0.781 0.884
CONTROL: Signalized;





